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PREFACE

Tar reason for the tardy appearance of this Part will be familiar to reader:h(zf
the Jpreface to Part XXI which has anticipated its »pre'decessor byf a [ey;zl m}i)rll a];n.
The literary texts in this Part, with the single exception qf 2264 1lc.)r W }119 S
esponsible, were prepared by Mr. Lobel. All the .papyrll of Cal 1ma§ us >
mzlc)lz available by him to Professor R. Pfeiffer for his Callimachus, so tl:iat i}o}me
o - ed in the first volume of that work and others
Of’ therﬁ ha‘;i iﬁiajeijfiea}fii 12@510 work on the documentary texts pre-
Wm" 1;)howe was done by Dr. E. P. Wegener during her stay in Oxford jt)(?fore
i}elztviar 'irly work was limited to rereading and occasionally revising th'e or1g1ri;12
and con;lmentaries and, in collaboration with Dr. Wegener, to s.fittlfng roln e
final form they should take. No attempt has been ma‘tde’ to dlsen;atr}ll{) e u
several comments, but I must emphasize here that the lon’s sl.lare of the wo

SeVLb en hers. We both wish to thank Sir Harold Bell for reading the proofs of
Eij dcfcumeﬁt.ary texts and for giving us the benefit of his advice ona 4m(11n;be;) (i.f
difficult points. The indexes to the entire volume have been prepared by Dr.

Wegener. C. H. ROBERTS
D ‘ General Editor of the
OXFOR

Graeco-Roman Memotrs
August, 1951
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NOTE ON THE METHOD OF PUBLICATION
AND LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

TrE method of publication follows that adopted in the previous Part. As there, the
dots indicating letters unread and, within square brackets, the estimated number of
lost letters are printed, in the case of the new literary texts, edited by Mr. Lobel,
slightly below the line. Elsewhere, throughout, the more gsual practice is folloyved, the
dots being printed on the line. Furthermore, in the new literary texts, corrections and
annotations which appear to be in a different hand from that of the original scribe are
printed in thick type. Non-literary texts are printed in modern form, with accents
and punctuation, the lectional signs occurring in the papyri being noted in the appara-
tus criticus, where also faults of orthography, &c., are corrected. Iota adscript is
printed where written, otherwise iota subscript is used. Square brackets [ ] indicate

a lacuna, round brackets { ) the resolution of a symbol or abbreviation, angular

brackets ¢ > a mistaken omission in the original, braces {} a superfluous letter or
letters, double square brackets [ ]] a deletion, the signs ' * an insertion above the
line. Dots within brackets represent the estimated number of letters lost or deleted,
dots outside brackets mutilated or otherwise illegible letters. Dots under letters
indicate that the reading is doubtful. In the new literary texts letters not read or
marked as doubtful in the literal transcript may be read or appear without the dot
marking doubt in the reconstruction if the context justifies this. Lastly, heavy
Arabic namerals refer to Oxyrhynchus papyri printed in this and preceding volumes,
ordinary numerals to lines, small Roman numerals to columns,

THE abbreviations are identical with those in Liddell and Scott, Greek—English
Lexicon (ninth ed.) with the following exceptions and additions:

APF. = Archiv fiir Papyrusforschung und verwandte Gebiete, Leipzig, 1901 sqq.

Bruns, Fontes = C. G. Bruns, Fontes turis Romani antiqui.

Chr. 1, Chy. ii == L. Mitteis and U. Wilcken, Grundziige wnd Chrestomathie der Papyrus-

' kunde 1. Band, Historischer Teil, 2. Band, Juristischer Teil ; 2. Hilfte, Chresto-
mathie, Leipzig, 1912.

J. Jur. Pap. = The Journal of Juristic Papyrology, New York, 1946, Warsaw, 1948 sqq.

L. and S.L.S.J. = Liddell-Scott-Jones, A Greek—~English Lexicon, ninth edition,

Oxford.
Milne, Catalogue = Catalogue of the Literary Papyri in the British Museum, by
H. J. M. Milne.

Miinchener Beitr. = Miimchener Beitrige zur Papyrusforschung.

New Pal. Soc. = New Paleographical Society, London, 1892 sqq."

P. Amst., see P. Gron.

P. Brem., Die Bremer Papyri (Abh. Akad. Berlin, phil.-hist. K1.), by U. Wilcken,
Berlin, 1936.



xvi METHOD OQF PUBLICATION AND LIST OF ABREVIATIONS

P. Gron. = Papyri Groninganae, Griechische Papyri der Universititsbibliothek zu
Groningen nebst 2 Papyri der Universititsbibliothek zu Amsterdam, by A. G.
Roos, Amsterdam, 1933.

P. Harr. = The Rendel Harris Papyri, by J. Enoch Powell, Cambridge, 1936.

P Merton8= The Merton Papyri, Volume i by H. I. Bell and C. H. Roberts, London,
19405. ‘

P. Primi = Papiri della R. Universita di Milano i, by A. Vogliano, Milan, 1937,

P. Princ, = Papyri in the Princeton University Collections, by A. C.. Johnson
H. B. van Hoesen, E. H. Kase, and S. P. Goodrich, Baltimore and Princeton:
T93T sqq. '

P. Vindob. Gr. = Papyrus Vindobonensis Graeca.

P.W,, see R.E.

Preisigke, WB. = Wirterbuch der griechischen Papyrusurkunden, by F. Preisigke and
E. Kiessling, Berlin, 1925 sqq.

R.E. = Paulys Real-Encyclopidie: Neue Bearbeitung,

Roscher = Ausfiibrl. Lexikon der griechischen und rémischen Mythologie, by Roscher.

S.B. = Sammelbuch griechischer Urkunden aus Aegypten, by F. Preisigke and F. Bilabel
Strassburg—Berlin-Leipzig-Heidelberg, 1915 sqq. ’

Schubart, Pap. gr. == Papyri graecae berolinenses, by W. Schubart, Bonn IQIT.

W., Gr. Chr., see Chr. 1 and ii. ,

Zeilschr. Sav. St. = Zeitschrift der Savigny-Stiftung fily Rechisgeschichie, romanistische
Abteilung, 1883 sqq.

NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS

2245-55. AESCHYLUS, VARIOUS PLAYS.

In vol. xviii were published fragments from eight plays of Aeschylus, identifiable
with certainty or reasonable probability, all transcribed by a single copyist. The
greater number and, in my opinion, probably all of the following fragments from a
not certainly determinable number of plays and these not identifiable are due to the
eame hand. It is true that there are differences and, if extreme cases are taken,
considerable differences of appearance between some of the manuscripts. But they
are differences in size of letter and thickness of stroke, not in form of letter or slope,
and I should not judge them to be greater than might naturally occur in a work of
transcription on such a scale—more than two dozen separate pieces seem to be dis-
tinguishable’—extending perhaps over a considerable period of time.

There would be no more than a palacographical interest in the question but for
the fact that it is the basis of the assumption that the fragments which are not inde-
pendently identifiable, that is, all under these numbers, are from Aeschylean plays.
This need not, of course, be trie. There might be only one copyist and the plays of
more than one author, or more than one copyist and the plays of only one author, to
say nothing of other possibilities. But it seems a reasonable working hypothesis,
with which nothing conflicts that T know of and the longer fragments by their subjects
or their style support.

i Allowing one for each variation of hand, but this may be a source of miscaleulation, as
2255 frr.g—11, for instance, show. :
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2245--55, AESCHYLUS, VARIOUS PLAYS 3

Fr. 1.
Col. ii.
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These verses would prima facie be attributed to a Ifpounfedc, of which Aeschylus seems to have

written four, the I, Secudhryc, which is extant, the II. Avdperoe, of which enough is known to make it
: improbable that we have a piece of it here, the II. mupddpoc, which is conjectured to have been con-
:'cerned with the founding of the Prometheus festival at Athens, and a satyric play, perhaps called
J1. mupraede. Ignorance of the contents of the last two combined with uncertainty about the inter-

Pretation of some phrases in the present fragment make speculations about identity inadvisable




4 _ NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS

Fr, 1 Col.i4 ], an upright,corv 10 ],, a tail descending from left to right, e.g. « 12 ],
the right-hand arc of o or w 14 peorpe gweorq 19 Or]e 20 ], traces of the upper right
hand arc of a circle

Col. ii 9 Of the second letter only traces of the top, of the third two spots of ink, one above the
other, remain ; of }» only the bottom angle 10 Of ¢f only the lower part of the first leg 12 ],
part of a curve, concave to the line, level with the tep of c; there is room for : between this and the ¢
but there is no trace of ink 13 Of : only the bottom remains 14 After ep the lower left-hand
arc of a circle Of y only the extreme lower left-hand tip ], might be a with a cironmilex above
20 The third letter has a high vertical stroke, ¢ or ¢; the traces preceding it might belong to one
letter,as p 22 [,thetopofeorthelike 24 ][, a trace on the line consistent with B

Col. il The ends of Il. 14 are rubbed so that only traces of ink are left 1 [, aslightly curved
stroke descending to the line from left to right, e.g. the tail of « 2 The top right-hand curve of a
circle, level with the top of }, suggests o as the first letter but there is a small angular mark below the
line to the left which is unexplained 3 Of the first letter the curved left-hand lower part remains,
of the third (? fourth) the top and bottom of an upright, epe or perhaps pscr appear possible
4 arric probable but not verifiable 7 Between ¢ and + the lower left-hand side of a circular letter
7 is followed by the left-hand arc and this by the lower half of a circular letter

Fr.1 Col. ii 1 yopevew rwa either ‘set someone dancing’, H.F. 686, or ‘dance in someone’s
honour’, Antig. 1154. If the second is meunt, the speaker may well be Prometheus, in spite of the
fact that he is referred to by name as well. Then xifove’ euot will be *hearing of me’, of. 0.C. 307.

xopeber but Sudferar, erjcen, yodmdeew, yopedeew.

2z gaervdy yirdva is without construction and the corresponding line shows that a dochmiac is
wanted, but it is not easy to think either of a preposition which would provide a snitable meaning
or a participle which would have the requisite iambic form.

3 drapdroto mupdc . . . adyde stolen by Prometheus, Hes, Theog. 566.

4 vaiBar and 6 viudac, mentioned as companions of Dionysus? écriofiyor céhac ‘the blaze on the
hearth’, a rare use of éerwofyoc but cf. Plutarch 158 c.

5 Budlerar ‘will dance nimbly by’? It would more naturally mean ‘will flit past’.

9 seaq. “The giver’ of the gift just mentioned, fire; that is, Prometheus.

The natural inference from the fact that the subject of the verb, for which we look to govern

dupov, 35 in the accusative, Aeyotcac, is that the verb will be in the infinitive. podwdcew (rare, but-

found in Attic at Frogs 380) satisfies this condition. Further the infinitive itself must depend on a
verb (or its equivalent) and the indications furnished by the remaining letters, the metre, and the
parallels wéroul® éycr criceir and yopescew . . . dAmic lead to [FoA[n’ &)d, though EAmopas is not Attic
and &ma belongs to the epic style.

1z The accent shows that an enclitic followed depéefede but ve xaf, though they appear unavaid-
able, do not fill the space or suit the remaining ink. Neither creveBwpoc “who eagerly brings gifts’
nor any other compound with ereva- is attested and doubt has been cast o creddew rAparac, 1.7T.
1352, cwedBew fpBiv, Solon 39, depends on a conjecture of Casaubon’s. '

13 diplov yelparoc, if rightly supplemented, is to be compared with «avtac dipior Hes. Opera 543

18 I think it possible that fr. g stands opposite this and the following three lines in such a way
that L I9—21 run: vuKTfarAayi{m-ov] épxmua ], Jor]aw E’ﬂec're[(;ﬂeic | [¢vA]derc [, or similarly. But the
point of attachment would be so narrow and the fibres are so ambiguous that I do not trust myself
to make the join. See the facs, ‘

24 Possibly Bafisguloc is to be recognized.

Col. iii G dvrecéhyrow, perhaps of fire, ‘shining like the moon’.

2245-556. AESCHYLUS, VARIOUS PLAYS 5
Tr. 2, Fr. 3.

Jf u

Jewpof xel
18as] amf
Jeof ' [
5 1. 5 e
Fr. 2 2 Jo possibly Jo 5 1., the top of Fr. 3 Perhaps from fr, 1 Col. il ~

an upright with a trace of a cross-stroke to the
right of its top

Tr. 4.

1. me.fc.c;[

Jor. [
Jopevere|
PBecuewr |
5 1. oxdaterco |
by 7 [
el
LI

Fr.4 1}, amiddledot 2 1, the top left-hand arc of a circular letter  + is followed by parts
of two circular letters and these, after a dot on the line, by an upright and a middle dot 5 Traces
consistent with Jmpo Perhaps o[ 6 Between y (which might perhaps be A or x) and 7 a stroke
ascending from the fine with a slight slope from left to right

Fr. 5.
ik
Tl

Jopxmpef
Jow, [

.

Fr. 5 May come from the lower left-hand part of fr. z col. ii, see commentary at L. 18 1 Por-
haps p 4 ], a dot on the line resembling the tail of a stroke descending from the left, ez, 8, A
. After ¢ the top and bottom of an upright




6 " NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS
Fr. 6.

s el e v

Imerocwen|

Lvdl 1L

Fr. 6 1 Possibly Jpeof 4 Perhaps pov 5 After v an upright, p[ possible 8 Tor 8
perhaps A
Fr. 7. Fr. 8. Fr. 0. Fr., 10,

I L e Jia. |

has] Jeee] .. .
ol il Fr.10 [, the
foot of an upright

Fr.T 1 An upright _ Fr.8 1 The lower
2 May be the bottom of part of an upright 2

the column Or of, o
Fr, 11,

Fr, 12,

LLA 1 of

L. JBerormg] 1 g
Iredacmupoc [ —
...poscucty [ ] el

s 1ol Jparl ] sl
]

~ Fr. 11 1 An upright 3 Oz 5

yrwvdapeer o |
].0. .BP.UKE:.]P“'.[ The cross-stroke and a trace of the stem of
7 or the like

Fr. 12 If this fragment is correctly assigned to the Prometheus, it must be noted that the writing
seemns slightly less heavy. Vv. 2—4 correspond, as far as they go, to fr. 111 6-8 = 15-17

1 A horizontal stroke on the line  The base of a circular letter 4 Remains compatible with
Jerr o might be ¢, if the cross-bar is supposed entirely lost [, a dot level with the tops of the letters
5 If 51mp1y ayar, the ¥ is abnormally broad, if erap, the line starts to the right of the preceding and
following <, Jp might be written, if the missing letters were narrow 6 Of r only the lower part
of the stemn [, the left-hand side of a circular letter 7 1., the right-hand tip of a stroke level
with the tops of the letters After o apparently 8o or Ag proba.ble but g perhaps not to be excluded
Between p and v perhaps e [, the left-hand tip of a cross-bar, as of =
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2245-55. AESCHYLUS, VARIOUS PLAYS
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8 NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS

The surface is damaged both by scouring and by twisting of the fibres, so that a geod deal must
be allowed for illusion.

1 Before go a dot level with the tops of the letters Before ov apparently the right-hand side of
a circle; the cross-bar foining this with o may be ink which has run along a fibre 2 Above w a
trace which may belong to the tail of a letter in L 1 but is perhaps part of ¥ 3 The first dot may
represent no letter but a paragraphus, the third no letter but an accent or ather sign above the line
Between x and ¢ the top left-hand arc of a circle 4 Before o traces compatible with ¢ 5 The
first letter perhaps v Before fa the lower part of an upright, after it perhaps no letter but a high
stop 6 After ¢ probably e or § After v pethaps 8 After pa perhaps v 7 Before § an upright
8 Of the first letter the left-hand end of a cross-bar as of »  Probabiy eic or fic  Touching the top
of ¢ the feft-hand end of the cross-stroke of = or + g After o an upright with traces to its right,
followed at an interval by the right-hand stroke of 8 or A, There might be two letters between  and
this 11 Before op apparently a letter with a high central upright but neither ¢ nor # suggested
12 The second letter has a sloping right-hand stroke like A, g, the third is circular Before ev traces
compatible with p 74 ],, the foot of an upright After ac a cross-stroke, level with the tops of the
letters, with an upright descending from its right-hand end Of the next letter but one the top of
an upright ; » mote probable than +. This is followed by two dots in positions suggesting the extreme
left-hand side of 3, A; these by what might be the extreme right-hand side of ¢ Before ew traces
suiting o circular letter 15 Before ve & stroke descending from left to right 16 ]., a short
cross-stroke level with the tops of the letters 7 l,yorT 18 3., the top and bottom of a
stroke descending from left to right 27 Before ¢ there might be parts of two letters, of which the
second would be ¢ or ¢ The next letter but one after # might be 5 28 After vu the foot of an
upright followed apparently by the lower left-hand arc of & circle; possibly =, but might be parts.of
different letters Jx might be read but is not particularly suggested 29 Between o and « room
for 1 but no trace of ink  ].[, perhaps the upper left-hand angle of v Before ax possibly +, though this
does not account for some ink near the foop of a; this « preceded by a stroke descending from left to
right, 8 or A g0 After xd the lower part of an upright followed by what Iooks like { ~ 3r Perhaps
wrahe, = would be read more naturally than 7 but the preceding ink is then more difficult to
interpret ¢ might be op 32 o is not satisfactory but if ¢ all trace of the upright must be sup-
posed Jost 34 1.., the tops of two strokes descending with a slight slant to right, the second
closely followed by an apex ¢ appears to have a slanting stroke through it but cannot have been
vightly cancelled  of possible but not so easily to be read as 36 After «f an upright descending
below the line followed by what looks most like a B but not the 8 of this hand 37 [, the ink, a
curved stroke descending from left to right, with an acute accent over its left end, is too high to
belong to a letter in the line, but does not seem to suit an interlinear addition.

1 can form no general idea of the contents of this column. If the clue were found, it might be
possible to read = little more, but for the most part even correct notions could not be verified.

There are prima facie two alinements, that of Il. 1, 312 and that of I 2—9, 33-7. These Iines are
lyrics and presumably the missing beginnings of the remaining lyric lines start on one or other
of them, though this is not certain as may be seen from 2161 (Dictyulcs) col. ii. Li 20 and 35 being
shorter than the others, T have looked for strophic correspondence in their neighbourhood. There is
none there, If it exists elsewhere, I have not recognized it. .

1 If only €] is lost in 1. 31, mpore- will have been the beginuing of the line. Otherwise -rpore- or
-upore-, for example, is not ruled out.

2 1 think it possible that « stood before edg, but I cannot read A after it, and it is hardly neces-
sary to say that words might end after k oreor 4 or @,

3 Befnwac cannot be ruled out,

6 Popa, cannot be ruled out.

4 The ink between ap and av is what has soaked through the now lost upper layer. It does not
suggest apyar but I cannot say that was not meant, T have failed to recognize any proper name in
the preceding letters &, »oc which look as if they might contain a genitive,

12 1 believe peyar map evpdrpowc s compatible with the ink, ‘a giant among proper-sized’ men.

13 T see nothing against Halplvaco, but cther artieulation is possible,
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14 After ac rovBe possible but not verifiable. Next, mpoc seems the best that offers, though the
lower part of p would be anomalously formed. There is no room for mecew, though J8awc in the next
line, which is prima facie a dative, lends colour to mpocmeceiv,

16 cefelov, -ev indicated,

17 xpoveic is hardly avoidable, but there does not appear to be room for ap{oc)ic, , which I mention
only because of the preceding dative, since it is not a poetical word,

19, 21 ‘Mortals , . . with their unseasonable desires'?

2z E.g. vealyucdv mvdaw, though this strikes me as Euripidean rather than Aeschylean.

28 woumoddpar ‘with noisy lyre’ (¥} is not attested and if x was written it is damaged beyond

. recognition. But no other word seems as probable.

20 X' or & takyoev is not entirely satisfactory but I can think of nothing clse to which the objec-
tions are fewer,

g0 seq. 1 suppose one would incline to take dAadayudy *Evvaliov together but there appears to be
a stop between them. Moreover to postulate the loss of only one letter at the beginning of 1. 31 will
cause difficulties in 1. 32, where prima facie more than one is missing, though it is not impossible to
make words out of what is left together with one preceding letter.

34 seqq. I should expect: ‘not brave, he will take horse and fle¢’ or ‘though brave, he will take
horse and flee’ or ‘brave, he will not take horse and flee’. The last is ruled out by 1. 37, i it said ‘and
a foreign land will receive him’ (but it may have said ‘and he will be buried . . ), and I thick it may
be safely asserted that 08 uwn [ was not written.

In L 36 ¥, ,wc suggests to me nothing but spfic, not a satisfactory but perhaps a possible reading.
The clause appears to be parenthetic and xdpfic de yéper Aéver, for example (cf, fr, 33¢ N3}, would be
consistent with the interpretation proposed second above, But dAX’ i [ was not written, either.

2247,

‘ 1.. [ ]6#6‘?\2?9#}[
1.0 L dreca [T [
][], .pagtl Povyep ol

5 Jpropos, viecie o]
1.1, Jedbovepa, [ 1.1

1 ]., two lines meeting at an angle, perhaps x or» 2 ], [, the left-hand lower quadrant of a
circular letter followed by traces on the line [, lower part of an upright stroke 3 The traces
may be reconciled with ], ¢le]repa, if certain assumptions are made about the total disappearance of
some of the ink peeorvoe 4 Jo 1s followed by the left-hand part of a cross-bar level with its top,
o,  appear possible For § perhaps A What is taken as an accent on e is more to the left than usual
and passes through the tail of ¢ in v. 3 close'to the circle 5 After ov an upright stroke curving over
to the left and having a stroke like the upper arm of « going off to the right Between  and o what
locks like the lefe-hand part of y 6 1.[, 2 curved stroke resembling the upper right-hand side of o
or the left-hand half of v After  an upper and lower dot compatible with the left-hand side of A
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Jrvevpal
foxade [
1 eraupd]
5 l.awrned [
].otcde

Jacdcad]

Jaceir’ A
to  Jwceye [
Idevyal]
Lpo gev [
Jvrifadpod
Incdéumol
15 Jrafoul

Jovovew|

1 1
Je.wl

The writing closely resembles that of 2164 (Semele P)

3 [, below the line the start of a stroke ascending left to right, e.g. ¥ 4 Jyor Ir 5k
orlr Ofonly thebaseline 6 Jyorr ¢ [, on the line the lowest part of a circle 10 of
or 12 loorim A, perhaps the beginning of p

.f&t the beginning of vv. 12-13 only one letter seems to be missing. The occurrence of dedd], 1. 7,
and dlpréfaduoc, 1. 13, suggests that we have here part of a keppde, cf. Eur, LT, 179.
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2249,

1ol
Ixvvad
Javdddpe]
_ Jumpmmiof
5 Jwchdepa [
mopTd of
A !
areufle]
cypeet] Jua [
10 > pmde o
aAX epghonn]
fpaxarey] Jof
et Aeyed]
cvvacrede]
i3 [ Je ey
 Beroum]
Iredecormapar]
3L erop

L. [Llewro [
20 1Bebayt]

Above L 1 the top layer has disappeared but there are traces of ink, on the under layer, of the

{ifth line which preceded.

"5 [, the lower part of an upright stroke turning slightly to Ieft at the bottom,asin= 6 The
presumed paragraphus is represented only by the thickened left-hand end 7 A long upright as of
¢ or 4, but one would expect to see some of the central parts 9 Of ¢ only the left-hand are, of v
only the bottom loop, of ¥ only the bottom of the first and tip of the second upright; ¢ might be «.
-, ov7ic Iight be alternative interpretations [, the lower left-hand are of a circle 10 The left-

‘hand arc of a circle, ¢ or perhaps ¢ possible 15 Possibly #djerwe, but the fourth letter now has
‘no trace of the cross-bar 18 At the beginning a slightly curved tail, as of , «, s or the like, fol-

lowed by the lower part of an upright descending slightly below the line 1, the foot of a stroke

‘ascending with a slight slope to right Before < the lower left-hand arc of a circle 19 Of the

second letter the topmost arc [, on the line the tip of a stroke ascending to the right, A possible not y

2 Hucfyvrac

3 addd dpolveiv ce

4 iy vpmlal (e

17 mapurd

18 uyre would fill the space at the beginning, I can recognize no suitable compound of -cropeiy

and there is no particular reason for articulating the letters in this way.

19 wlaclx]ew would satisfy the conditions of ink and spacing, but other possibilities can easily

be thought of.
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22560,
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x{ JyednBacien]
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5 . weperenmr [
lapel . ].6.[
18emp [
Tniop]
L.
10 Baf
I

®)

:fe;'rwr,&;[
Jetovordd

Ll

(@) 5 .[; a dot below the line consistent with o~ 7 I, the lower left-hand quadrant of a circle
¢ 1..[; the night- and left-kand arcs of circular letters, e.g. oc, wc

(6) The gap between this fragment and the foregoing cannot be precisely determined. The fibres
of the back make it certain that in other respects their relative positions are much as shown

{@) 1-4 Two anapaests or their equivalent are lost on the vight, © 1 d}ye: the «] must have
been large, as the e is in (3) 1 ' :
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2251,
1 xew | xew.[
IBeyapwll Jé. W10 i8¢ yap & Z[et] {élme] o[ ].[
Jovéevoborovkarac | T]ow Eevoddicor rarack]
Jerwyopee 0 1 | élerw ydpuc év Ofeolic
5 1.1 JesrowcBucarore - | 1.0 Jen Toic Sucalote.
Tovyapi] | mpeccop| Toiyap w| . Jmprecop]
wopac] Ipederye | reduac [aldeidel ye [
ToS’cwg[.p\ovaeLaer I 768" dva[v]ov ﬁpéyyaw[_ il
Supoy! . JacovmoTuovyo| Bupop[dvla cov maTuov yd[ote T,
10 Jredeyq| ].. .ewmapeug| .
Il Ippovdup]

le.f Jee I
Il CLpe [
1 ] [

1 _[, the middle part of a stroke slightly sloping upwards from left to right 3 «f, or perhaps
B ; neither normatl 4 Between ¢ and v the base of a circular letter ], a spot level with the top
of ¢ 7 Of ¢ only the right-hand loop; of the following ¢ (which is larger than the rest) only
three-gtiarters of the circular part  [,adoton theline g9 Of 4 only the left-hand tip 10 8er
or Aes 12 gl or 7] 13 Or perhaps Jy or Jr  Before p the lower left-hand arc of a circle

4 seq. There is no room for ef mc €], ., dvdpdjee, but the general sense seems to be “Look, Zeus

Xenios, on the hospitality of so-and-so, or else the gods have no feeling that virtue ought to be
rewarded’.
- 6seqq. "Therefore I tear my hair with pitiless hand and beat my crown with no musical sound,
lamenting thy fortunes with wailing’. Though dmpif or its compounds are very much in place in
such a context {cf. Soph. 4f. 310, Aescll. Persae 1054 et seqq.), I do not know how probable sara}-
mpiccopfar (or its participle) will appear. The metaphor in dvavdor Bpéypa is not appreciably odder
than that in ¢dAX’ erpav (Persae 1062). :
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2252,

Jocor|
1.29[, Jrdbemalo,
Jrelecer
Jogheyec
5 Jerovavropapyor|
}eov Tt To €65 [
lerewvorr [ ] e[
Irwbap] [{ey
](ﬁcﬁoa_cpe?hg[_ 1.0
10 Jprigavroca [
Jrvpl Jenl Jocf
T
Joc [

i i f Jp only a loop under
tt Iy a spot near the line remains, ¢ probab_]e 7 Ol
the 1:&(-)1;?5 11;:;;.]:% :frq-on ,)E, a s[;na.}l loop open to right unc}er the right-hand branch of =, perhaps a
1 Jyorlr 13 The left-hand arc of a small circle off the line, perhaps ¢f

Harélecer “flared up’. . , o
i :};ai lost ali sign of a cross-stroke; if o, cf. Hesych. ¢Adyec 78 ¢Aey,uﬂ;.‘ ) et
6 76 &4c ‘the connexion is’, i.e, such-and-such words (here preswmably i muf) are parenthetic.
8 fau{{]ie and therefore prebably Jren.
10 Jprigarroc unattested.

‘exardy rddavra Enpyéoy Hdt, i 58, no parallel is quoted in the lexica and the same is true of diempdccer,

rie "Bdépne dpmayde Hdt. v oq (similarly covefempifarro aird
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2253,
(@) @
Jeveuyauw mpewrampecBevcwrcef] plév edyaic mpéra mpecBedwy céfflew

Jvovpoudbey [ Tnhovrovgy
Jewpaugo] Jroiyasceymudp|
1. [,}Gl\at_laoc)toxayérmc

tlevoduar déyy[oc] fAlov 76 viv
apleRhas §1}[v] TUyaic ednuép|oic.
L .7 “BEMdSoc doyayérauc
5 1 ewrpBlarovapmayiy 5  Mepédewe miy Blosov dpmayiy
1. paccovampl ] w718 prapu|
Jeevpernicoval | [ Tomp
Leol Lpemop T ][
e,

Irpdecover pllauftisney Mdpw
Je €duer cova XA [alyip. T

‘10 Il

{®)

T ovoc [

1 7oii feotr
]

{a) 8 Before g (for which _ ¢ might be written Jthe top of an upright above the level of the letters
(& x],, ¢ probable 2 Tpa suitable

(@) 1 Cf. Eum. 1, but there is nothing to show that this is the beginning of a play.
§ seq. "EAdmc or its equivalent must have oceurred at the beginning of one of these verses.
For wpdccew Hipw dpraydv ‘make P. pay for the lifting’, an extension of the use seen in adrotc .

which obviously is another possible supplement here. Cf. also Scor “EAMjuaw cwvemptibavro Mevéewt

¢ oy Bdvaror vil 16g), Professor Fraenkel

‘points out the support lent to Tyrwhitt's ydprayde (for xol adyac) Agam, 822,
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- 2254,

L.
lev, [
Jewedar]
] paxor
5 Jo
] wevgur [
Jarficatnt]
ecpeove]
Bvdido]
10 Tped ouan [
Pagral
Jpapecup]
Joxédrocal
Jotravev [
I35 1. 6npecod]
Jarovrece]
lpeofdrove]
ledpdvreral
Jprreporcn]
20 TvBioToveu|
Trodegepe]
Pedapor [
 1BecéuTol]
Jadtdjre [
28 TcBerevnepl]
| BamAdirid [
1. fon

1 No ink is visible above this line but the surface of the papyrus is damaged 5 1., the upper
part of a vertical stroke, «, » possible 6 ]., perhaps the middle part.of a vertical stroke, but possﬂ?ly
the extreme right-hand arc of a circular letter [, the top of a vertical stroke 4 .[; on the line
the start of a stroke rising to the right 22 [, the left-hand tip of a stroke level with the tops of
the letters 24 [, the lower part of a nearly vertical stroke 26 ],, right-hand side of 2 loop,
open to left 27 Possibly 1nd, 1@

13 plaxedvéc indicated. . .
17 wlpeoBérove, At Aesch. Suppl. 287 rpeofpdrove M is altered to kpeofdpove, but since compounds
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with -Bdpoc usually apply either to animals or to those who eat disgusting food or ¢at in a disgusting
manner, no doubt xpesfidrove (a choicer word than rpeogdyorc) should with Staniey be read there too.
The Amazons, who are all women, live on a meat diet.

26 wAgrec meaning ‘wife’ is accented on the first syllable where it occurs in Aristophanes (Ach.
“‘132) and Lycophron (Alex. 82x, 1204). I find the alternative accentuation nowhere, besides this
place, except in Hesych, mAariec. But this kind of uncertainty with regard to disyllables in -rq¢ is not

ncommen {Chandier? § 36).
2255, MISCELLANEOUS SMALLER PIECES.
Fr, 1.

I [ Inpac
leveracrent
. a
lorovrovdedemovc]
5 Jopueen
]

TrnAevcdepu|

Fr. 1 The hand alone would lead one to assign this fragment to 2181 (Dietyuled), but it hardly
- seems likely that Peleus, a contemporary of Heracles, should be mentioned in a play about the child-
god of Perseus, who was Heracles’ great-grandfather.,

Fr. 2. Tr. 3.
Tod 1
Jeer| Jec !

Tar{ 1.vmd]
] euctf ledpacor]
5 JiBore] . 5 Lov [

1w 1o
Jre] | i

Jovre

Tcapey]

Frr. 2-3 The writing of frr. 2-3 is the same as that of P.S.1. 120g fr, 4, which contains the name

of Dictys, so that these fragments, too, may come from the Dictyuler,

Fr. 4.
Troufol

Fr. 4 Like 2162 (Theori) but larger.
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Fr. s. . ' Fr. 7.
: Fr. 8.

1 g " 11

o | - | ] [ | 10
5 | | | 7 Jopec [

—
e Lt

K[ : 1 vy [ Jpovr |
s o[ : Imdorne [ Jewden{
6 11. lost - '. L.pogacr yoc [ 5 Laove
] cre : 5  ].cepect 0 TPacrcaf]
1 cnl ' ] ) LI
] e:.:ca{ ‘ } vere [ .
5 ] Aoyol 1.tsuddofl v [ Fr. 8 2 [, touching the overhang of ¢ per-
) 1 [ hapsindicationofar 5 |.,adotinthe middle
1 wnp] = o ; :
Position, perhaps representing ¢  For possibly
] ocd| : ] [ 8 7 Parts of a horizontal stroke, perhaps only
] _ [ one letter

Fr. 5 The hand resembles that of 2161 (Dicyules)

i . : Fr.7 2 ],., the tail of g or the like fol-
1 Only the tail 5 Oraf . Iowed by the] base of a circle, probahly o 4
]seorw Between 7 and y a round-topped
letter, presumably o 5 1., the middle of an
upright with a trace to its left, perhaps » 7
I cannot combine the traces into letters as
formed by this hand; they are: two uprights

Fr. 6. . with z horizontal stroke between them, but not

Col. i. Col. ii. 7 OF i, a dot level with the tops of the letters, a

hook open to left on the line, a y-shaped o 8

- . . 1. a thick dot level with the tops of the letters,

] 3{ p not suggested T cannot interpret the ink

: between f and », which looks o me Like no

1.af Jeerpafl vowel or diphtheng ¢ Of the first letter

] [ ],Toﬂ.‘,[ ' ) what remains Iooks like an acute sccent on the

. : ‘ ][ line, not « or ¢, next an upright with traces to

1.0 Jerol Joeppe, [ Ja.of right of the top, pethaps y, then the tops of two

] o8ex, [ - — diverging strokes, possibly belonging to the top

5 'F T ]853 [ of ¢ or the like. The trace that follows may be

1ol . Jocehnd] Iy aedd] a stop, not part of a letter

Jeapevacode] ] re|

' i i ight be the right-
i haps parts of two letters, the second }nteﬂmear 2 ]., might b
I dFrgrng[:)lf 1.\1 ]',f ?[ }:Dheptop left-hand quadrant of a circle ], th? foot of an up:;ght 11%2;(;:
anerl?a 5 ¢ 5] an z:pex and the tip of an upright, perhaps » but might be pa.‘.ftfc o ?glostﬂ; frors
i}ier upa si)ot level with the tops of the letters, perhaps ¢, then a Jong cross-stroke wi

descending from it at two places, apparently too wide for =, then the tip of an upright
Col. ii 5 [, the lower part of an upright, p possible
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20 NEW ‘
Fr, 12.
Fr. o. Fr. 1o. Col. i. S Col. ii. Col. 1. Col. ii, Fr. 13. Fr. 14.
1 BN B [ ] Tl
T letmpo [ Johpe [ [ I Jead...[ JaesBor [
JoAder| IedexcecHargaci| Berd [ ] L dorr] e [ JeBoAndef]
Tpopl 1L Jeernpa Jeow ! 1 oyl Jewvrece Jeawn|
5 Jom [ 5 LLLLD s Jaye [ 1. , crygeor] 1L Jwampel 5 ladeB. [
Jadp] C Lec.l] | Juperl bl loneck s pyal 5 Jmecond] JovercBor]
.o | w5 ol ] arde] Toougpw, | Ioxor]
Lo lLdug 5 ovdapd | ] L Jmow [ 10

Tpsay ] [
w Jade[] [ ] e

[ Ine]

| l.e o A
- JMovr] I o [ 1
1.0 Jeof JovBumrp] Fr. 15. Jerpal
o L [ e Joywe [
The writing of fre. 9, 10, and 11 col. i js similar and distinguishable from that of fr. 11 col. ii, Trol 1 radef
though I believe there can be no doubt that all proceed from the same hand. Tal g :
Fr.9 1 The surface has perished 7 ]., the right-hand end of a cross-bar touching the upper 1o [ } [
Pal't of e . . ] ’dpgg[ ]cfg‘g . [
i i f a tall upright . )
. he left-hand side of a circular letter ¢ 4 ], the upper part o ,
prob§§1y12 2 {5} ]t E zn upright followed by a dot level 'with 1'125 top J...[, the tops of two small p 1o ] [
circles, e.g. the loops of pp, preceded by a trace slightly below their level o : ] enard row [
I it i trace _
A1 the lower part of a stroke descending with a shight slant from left 3 .[,a ’
com;;i ];11: ;} lzt h'[a’ mc 0“:53 Hp Jrr, one would have expected to see more of the overhang [, perhaps 117 A 20 ] agybol
the central left-hand side of a circle % I, m or possibly . After it there appears to be room for erdyol | :
no letter  The last three letters were apparently written at the same {ime as *fhe text but they have }Lcwas,[ {
cursive forms; perhaps gm{ ) 9 .[, the lower left-hand quadrant of a circle o

il 4 1.1, the top arc of a circle

Fr.'12 The scholium, which must refer to the column on the left of itsclf, naturally leads one to

look for a connexion between fr. 12 and 2159 (see commentary), but this I am unable to establish,
The appearance of the papyrus is different in the two pieces and, though the writing is sufficiently’

similar to leave open the possibility, it does not appear to my eyes sufficiently similar to be a strong |
argument in favour, of their belonging to the same roll, i

Fr.12 col. ii 1 The lower left-hand arc of a circular letter, € or f seems more probable than e or ¢
Above this letter there is a spot of ink too low te form part of a line of writing, though it is not
possible to say that there may not have been two or three indented Iines above the first now visible,
12 [, a spot of ink below the level of the letters

Perhaps a paragraphus




22 NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS

Fr. 13 Though the colour differs from that of fr. 12, the run of the fibres seems to me compatible
with a position to the right of that fragment.

1 Apparently the first line of the column  },, right-hand side of o or @ Of g only the tail,
might be y 2 Possibly }[ 4 1., bottom of an upright stroke 5 1, extreme right-hand side
of a circular letter, o or 6 The second letter after v appears to be circular 4 .. parts of
two circles g ].,a cross-bar level with the top of ¢

Fr. 14 2 of or perhaps of 5 .0, the lower left-hand arc of a circle followed by the foot of a
vertical or slightly sloping stroke, e.g. e

Fr.15 r Ord 3z ]., the middle part of an upright - 4 ], the cross-barof y,more 51,
the foot of an upright with a hook to left followed by two dots on the line 7 Perhaps gf or X

Fr. 12 i Schol. The Euripus and Meccdmeov dpoc are mentioned in conjunction at Agam. 292-3,
where M has the adscript Méccamov Spoc peraéd Fdfoloc xal Bowsrlac, This might be a telescoped
version of two notes, Efpiroc mopfude & perafd Eifolac xol Bowwriac and Mecedn(iyov dpoc Bowwriac.
However that may be, the attempt to bring this fragment into connexion with 2169 (Glaueus Pontins)
in such a way that the Euripus and Meccdmor 3poc are again in conjunction meets with the following
difficulties. First, the fibres of 2159 are not continued, This might be explained by the occurrence
of a joint in the gap between the two pieces of papyrus. Secondly, the scholium implies that the
Euripus was named, not simply referred to, and there is no room for this in any line of 2159 after
the fourth, whereas Mecclanfov occurs in L 10, Thirdly, if the scholium is sited opposite 2159, g-1o,
the tops of the columns will be at different levels, after the utmost possible allowance is made for
lines missing above the first visible line of col. ii.

Fr. 14 20-4 It may be noticed that the ends of the first and last of these coincide, so far as they
go, with the ends of the first and £ifth lines of Aesch. fr. 44 N2 {Danaids), but if 21— had been fr. 44,
24 their written length would have been such as to make their ends visible,

Fr. 16 vacant,

Fr. z7. Fr. 18, Fr. 1.

R Cam ' fera

vMaB, [ omec] Jwrapndal
yaprifeor] ey | Trpopra]
[Jauveidola povor] rnprorw |
5 o, [LLLL 5 edaf , 5 Jorowa]

Fr.19 4 Fory I cannot exclude

. il lett -
Frr. 17-18 appear to belong to the same neighbourhood :énteg,}j prer aps two letlers repre

Fr.18 1 [, the left-hand side of a cirele? 3 [, the
start of a stroke level with the tops of the letters and descend-
ing to right

Fr. 17 4 Perhaps clu, though < would be expected to be partly visible
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Fr. 20,

lecmapf
1. Bexpop|
Jarrwvovgyp|
JrecTndn
5 1L M
LI

Frr. 20-1 appear to come from the
same neighbourhood.

Fr, 22,

J.ef

T

Lol
]OC’IT.[ .

s Lawar [ ][
Tarewpéd]
Jor'e]

Joel

. .

~ Fr.22 1], the feet of two uprights on the
line TFor @ perhaps » 4 I, pexhaps the left-
hand side of a circular letter 5 After o the
lower part of an upright stroke, p possible 8 1],,
the right-hand end of a cross-bar level with the
top of v with a stroke going off below it to the left
at a sharp angle, perhaps £ but # not excluded

Fr. z1.

Icspudor]

B [
Jocd Boprc, |
Jraudarcaryep]

5 Jov [ 1[0

Jeve [
Im.[

1L Jel

Jrof

Fr.21 2 | [, partsof twocircles 6 [,
the lower left-hand arc of a circle

¥r, 23,

s Jmemd [
Jeradar]

lerady]

sl
JmAayx{
10 1.veovr|
:EGLVTCLI.L[
Ipro |
Joveyun|

] . o‘rraSg[‘

Fr.23 2 [, left-hand side of a circular letter
3 1., the thickened top of an upright stroke, »?
5 1., the lower part of a stroke descending to the
line left fo right, perthaps p = 8 Of p only the
top feft-hand corner 10 ]., a dot on the line
12 [, a small loop level with the tops of the
letters, possibly u 14 ]., a similar loop




24
Tr. 24. Fr. 25
Teof 1
frog. oA
lecadar | ] o[
Favra] ]>R 0'2’{

5 jwyr{'qu[ } ’Fﬂ-,[
vvouca Ix 7€ |
Iryepac] 1 |
lenral . . . .

Jaeda| Fr.25 3 Or 0 6 A,
to 1.0Ma] 5 possible

ipace

J.ova|

Fr.24 2 _ [, the bottom of a
vertical stroke and of s circle, both
on the line 1x Above € a dot
which might be the lower end of an
acute accent 1z The right-hand
half of a cross-bar level with the top
ofo,Jyorlr
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Fr. 26.

Ipae |

Jerdda, [

}8LCIKTOPO[
Jrewm, all

5 .11

Fr. 26 2 After Sa the lower
half of A or ¥ seems probable The
next letter seems to have two
curves on the line, pP, w?
After @ the lower left-hand side of
a circular letter, followed by the
right-hand stroke of u? The loop
of ¢ has perished The left-hand
end of the top bar of { curves
downwards in an unusual way.
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Fr. 2.
(a)

} o al[.
] . av]

] v

] 7.[
] . [
] 70 [

j - «
5 ] l

101 . B

Tericwe [ <z 7

Fr. 27 (@) and (b) appear to belong to the same neighbourhood and I should judge that there is
a likelihood that they actually touch, (&) col. i continuing () downwards with a loss of two complete
verses between them

() 16 The last visible letter is represented by an upright, e.g. cor perhaps », and this is preceded
by & horizontal stroke as of r, but ers or cr would be rather cramped

Fr. 27 (i) Col. i 7 Soph, Phil. 21 ends ¢crd edw and cie might be recognized here, but the
articulation fewe is also possible and Je mee dic actually occurs at _dgam. 1194

Col. ii 7 “Line 6oo’ referring to last of col. i
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¥r, 28. Fr. 29. Fr. 30.
Peyel Jeodrre] 1.0

[ IR Jrewd

Frr. 28-30 The writing resembles that of 2178 {Agamemnon) but is a shade larger. T cannot
reconcile fr. 28 with ‘Ewrd vv. 1-2 (in which case fr. 29 might be "Ewrd v. 420) and the similarity to
2179 is less . ’

F}f. 28 2z [, the top of a rather pointed loop followed by the upper part of a stroke deécending
te right

Fr. 31.

il
lepatcnd
lomupo[
J(IC'TPU'{
5 Tl
Jrad [

Laof
Fr. 81 The writing is not unlike that of some of the fragments assigned to the Myrmidons
(2163, frr, 56}
2 Or Jw? 5 Ordz 43,aloopasofforp

Fr. 32. Fr, 33,
1. évaspovy|

] . [. Jaaepdd 11

Jeevpee] e
] [ Fr. 33 1 ],, perhaps the middle part of the
] [ right-hand side of ¢ Ore[ 2 Of Jg only the

tail  Of ¢ only the top loop
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Fr. 34.

Bomo [
levapup|
e

Fr. 34 r [, perhaps the tip of the left-hand branch of v 3 ], a slightly angular lcop open

" to left, neither o nor ¢ suggested Between v and e the tip of an upright nearer the first.

Fr. 3s.
1.8aljexpédem [
Jovde [

Fr. 35 1 There is no trace of the corresponding dot above the circumflex  After « the upper

\ left-hand arc of a circle, o probable

1 The accent of yvdy is paroxytone {Arcad. p. 103 Barker; Schol. Soph. Eléct, 716 ; Suidas), but
the same hesitation as here may be seen in M at Seplem 371 (yrodc changed to yvdac), 154 (xvoal to

© yvéue via yroui), these being all the occurrences in Aeschylus. But in view of the confusion found

between ypoy, ywooc, xvon, rvooc {see e.g. Hesych. In vv.) it may be worth while to call attention to the
fragment quoted from the Zgiy¢ of Aeschylus (fr. 237) as being possibly to be identified in this place.

Tr. 36. Fr. 37.
L 1.l
Jo [ eyt
Irpomoug| S
el Fr. 87 1 Before ¢ the base of ¢ or ¢; dew
acceptable, edew possible
IR7Zm
5 ]‘?,{ Tr. 38.
Fr. 86 1 After w the tail of a stroke de- J.ere, L
scending well below the line; ¢ possible though 10 '

not strongly suggested 4 ]., perhaps an arc

of the lower right-hand side of o, 5],a . . .

stroke descending with a slight curve from left Fr. 38 1 Jfereriy| one possibility
to right ; perhaps a, but if y is vr or ew, might be g A
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Fr. 30. Fr, 40.
W] Jovoper [
], Soxen] 1. parer [
] ( Lepov |
Jeew ] b
[

] 1.
: I

Fr. 89 I do not think # is possible to re-
cognize in I 1-2 a coincidence with the verses
quoted "by Stobaeus, Eel. iii. 4, 16seq., and
sometimes attributed to Aeschylus:

Fr. 40 2 1}, a trace on a single fibre, # not
verifiable 3 ], the right-hand tip of a cross-
X stroke; vy, 7, = possible
ob xpy moddy 7dv Tpdmov AMjav dlopel,
chatelc yidp oddelc e Peflovedcdaly Sowel.f

Fr. 41. . - Fr, 42,
Juos [ ' Pa [
Ixakxo [ Joceyetove]
Joval : 1.[. JexermpocToy]
1., ac| Irxexpomrocya. xaf
5 ]G-P_ oco| Fr. 42 Prose. If rightly associated with the
Aeschylean fragments, perhaps part of a hypo-
]?f'l[‘}‘u' 0‘[ thesis
Tl Jeo [ 4 yap not verifiable

Fr. 41 The surface is rubbed and the reading
of many of the circular letters in particular very
uncertain 2 [, the lower end of a stroke de-
scending below the line 4 On either side of ac
uprights 6 [, the left-hand arc of a circle
7 [, the left-hand end of a cross-stroke, = or
perhaps # .
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2256. AESCHYLUS, VARIOUS PLAYS.

Of the fragments of verse assembled under this number the Aeschylean authorship
of only one, so far as [ have ascertained, is established by the presence of an ancient
quotation. The ascription of the rest is based on the two assumptions that pieces in
the same hand are of the same author and that the hand has in each instance been
correctly identified. The first is plainly not a necessary truth but a convenient and
hardly avoidable working hypothesis and nothing more is to be said about it. On the
second the following observations must be made. The writing in question is of a
commen type which it might be hard to distinguish with certainty from other examples
of the same type, especially when specimens of small compass are involved. It is not
a very exactly or uniformly executed example of the type, as may be seen by com-
paring different parts of the larger fragments. A considerable degree of variation
may be expected, even in a careful writing, over a long piece of work such as the
Aeschylean corpus or any considerable part of it. For these reasons it is not easy to
decide what latitude to allow for variation and at what point to postulate difference
and it is probable that I have made mistakes both in the direction of inclusion and in
the direction of exclusion. About the first the facsimiles will enable readers to malke
their own judgernent. ‘

I can offer no opinion how many Aeschylean plays are represented in the following
fragments. I have not succeeded in identifying even one. The arguments partly
preserved in frr. 1— (57) might afford a presumption that a play or plays of the groups
mentioned in them occur, but if this is so T have failed to recognize the occurrence.

It has been said that the writing is of a common type. Some of its variants are
noticeably blunter in appearance than others and these may be compared with 1620
and ascribed like it fo the later part of the second or the earlier part of the third
century. A good proportion of the lection signs and even some of the corrections look
as if they proceeded from the original hand, but at least one other seems recognizable.
The rare variants also appear to be due to at least two hands about contemporary
with the text.

¥r. 1.
i Lo Agf
1 A
£
Tran Jocg!

1 Aaif

‘Fr. 1 No doubt & mpodeyllwr Adioc and 7a mpdcwma- Adloc, Perhaps the dméfecic of the

Adioc, :

BASP A5 (8000 5

|
|
|
|
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¥r. 2.
18] [ 0187 o 3
] [ ] 5 ’ » /
1.vi8ouod] umadod Jaf 8i8dyln émt PeaylerlBov SA[vlumddoc [T évixla
Jochaiaws ol Ymodiew, , emebnBae r Alcyiloc Aatwn OB[mode "Enre émt @Bac
5 ] Sevrepoc gproriac TaicTouma [ Cuyyl carupurii.] Sedrepoc Apieriac 7aic vof wa-
P rpaywed] Juc - 1p ], [ A0 [ Tpoc aﬂ-‘ro;Iﬁ rpaywed[{ace . rpifr]oc [TTajhv-
T Aveovpyel, . 11, Jadeyigef doddpwr "Avrovpyeian Irlerpladoyia.
H 1T
oI

Fr. 2 1 Since this is evidently part of the title there is no alternative to _OiSfarovc, of which th.e
letters must have been faily widely spaced, no part of the final ¢ being vi31ble_, although there is
enough papyrus preserved after ¢ to have shown it, if it had been at the normal distance. .

3seqq. The supplements are taken from the dwdflecic of the “Errd in M, which gives substantially
the same. There are the following differences in detail: 3 @eaydrove Supmidde 4 Offiac 5seq. B
‘Aptericor Hepeel Taprdtess Hadaweraic carvpuolc rotc Hparivev warpde, which is_ ami)lguous;.our text,
though it unfortunately fails to supply the title of the missing tragedy, unambiguously attributes the
tragedies to Pratinas not only the satyr play 6 ¥ HoAvgpdcuwr (which may, of course, have been the
form given by the papyrus). )

It seemns that the lines cannot have started on one alinement but the irregularity may not have
been exactly that shown, as we cannot tell what allowances to make for abbl:cviation and spacing.
Sorne attempt at symmetrical arrangement appears to be indicated by the spacing of the extant part,

Fr. 3 Addendum. Ihave attached a scrap (see facs.} above 1. 1 containing a con-
siderable tract of the blank left-hand and upper margins and the letters emq [
{(presumably émi dp[, that is prima facie éml dpyovroc, though there is a theoretical
possibility émt Apyednpldov, which I must leave for others to pronounce upon}.

Fr, 3.
1 evirca] | Texvdol évirca [ Alfcyvdo]c
1 8w, Jeram] dav[a’ [ a ' dpafpdiom
1 8eur[.].{ Jecogordn] Sedr{elplolc Codordilc
1 pecaroe (1] pécaroc [N, 1]
5 ] (Bascyatcrewdo] T Bdryaic Kedoife
Jeeecor sevaed] TTodpéar KdxA[wm
] car? carofprdie)

[

Fr. 8 4 After v a curved strcke on the line compatible with the bottom left-hand part of «
1.{, perhaps the top left-hand angle of por v 6 As a reading [ could not be excluded
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Fr. 3 , the conclusion of a dwéfecuc, presents problems of which I can suggest no plausible solu-
tions, particularly as I am uncertain what regularity in the lengths of the lines is to be postulated.

1seq. I Auvpdvy was a satyr play, two titles will be missing before davaic. If “Iréridec belonged
to the same trilogy as davaidec, ‘Trérics will be one of them, In that case , the date of its performance
cannot fall earlier than the first year in which Sophocles exhibited. As to that there is disagreement
between the evidence of Marmor Parjum 56 combined with Plutarch, Cém. 8, on the one hand, and of
Euseb. ol. 77, o the other, but a terminus post guem of 470 2.c. will hardly err by being too late. This
would be the first direct evidence about the date of “Txéridec and (though there are things about this
text which make one sceptical of its authority) it cannot be invalidated by stylistic considerations,
which are vague criteria with regard to date and in any case are strictly relevant only to date of
composition, not of performance.

3seq. “Sophocles was second’ seems unambiguous and the list of plays below is prima facie at
least in part Sophoclean, but what is to be made of pécaroc? 1 can think of only two explanations
and believe in neither. One, that we should read d] pécaroc, the other, that we should read TpéToc]
Mécaroc.

pécaroc ‘middle’, i.e. second, of a group of three persons appears to occur in Attic at Aristoph.
Vesp. 1502 and we know of three tragedians named Sophocles, The ‘middle’ Sophoacles would be the
son of Ariston and grandson of the great Sophocles. It would be strange, if he wers meant, that he
should be defined in this pointiessly obscure way instead of by reference to his father or grandfather
or both, as in the second argument of G.C. Moreover, it would be implied, I take it, that the first
performance of the Aeschylean plays in question took place in a year when the ‘middle’ Sophocies
competed, that is, not less than sixty years after their author’s death. The four posthumous victories
spoken of by Suidas {(in Fégopiew) can hardly be taken as evidence in favour of the likelihood of this.

The proper name Mécaroc certainly occurs in [Eurip.] Ep, 5, where the writer professes indiffer-
ence to the opinions of Mesatus or Agathon. It has been thought to occur in Schol. V Aristoph, Fesp,
1502, where one comment on vidc Kapxlvov ¢ pécarse runs; ob Tdv Tpayucdy AMyer peccaror, but would
have no obvious refevance, the meaning required being, as in the other comment, ‘Aristophanes can
say “middle” of four, because he is counting only the three dancers and excluding the tragedian’,

4seqq. A further argument, though not a strong one, against hoth these explanations and in
favour of the assumption that nobody but the first Saphocles is mentioned, can be drawn from the
list of plays. That in line 4 T cannot identify™ and this and these in the next line have been cancelled R
but as they stand two, Kedof and Hewpévee, have titles which, so far as we know, are uniquely Sopho-
clean. Why they are mixed with others, of which the titles are Euripidean (though not uniquely
Euripidean, but not, so far as we know, Sophoclean at all), a mixture which persists even if we neglect -
the cancelied lines, I will not attempt to explain.

Fr. 4.
Jexpyproudpal . % pv] ciqin} Tob Spd-
Je vmenerrar ef paTolc dmdxeirar év
1 odef coveery | 1 6 8¢ yo{pdc) covéery-
lemoderaw_ye [ sey €lx mokTdv ye-
5 ]V ompodoyll ] [ }v, ¢ mpodoyilw(y)

F1. 4& 4 seq. ye[pdwraly naturally suggests itself. The supplement is longer than that in L. 4, but
it does not seem necessary to expect regularity in these notices (cf. fr. 2). The dash in L 4 may be
merely an embellishment of the preceding ». The »'in 1. 5 is larger than the rest of the text but
obviously must be part of it.

! Ne[ajv[{cxcarc would suit, but this is a uniguely Aeschylean title.
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(@ " ()

1. adwva 7 1. [
1 Aqudd? 1’&_«:; %
Juror
L) Jewo [
5 Japeupe 5 1 [
Trrodep” Lot
]¢5AOK7ﬂ 1t
Jeeve ..
! Fr. 5 (3} 1 The ink looks like the top half
To ] of a x but stopes forward and is perhaps not (o_r
Jubd not all) a letter 3 @ is preceded hy a hori-

oo zontal stroke between the lines, perhaps part of
Frr. 5 (4), (b) appear to come from the a suspended letter
same neighbourhood " .
i Smd i smofecie of a Phitlocteltes, Thus 1 sup-
. 1.1 1-8 look like a méfecec and more precisely the dwd A .
poseFl‘{ 1572('2’20 ha;e sa?d ‘Tt was impossible for Troy to ‘?e };algir;’, E 3—1;1 ‘{hlz Greilzs h{iﬁ; ttc?lef;ﬁ?
loctetes’ ‘ i Euripides’, L. ‘the charactess a; > »
Philoctetes’, 1. § ‘the story is also treated by Furipides’, ers aze Heoptolerhus,
i ..., If the characters are given in order of appearance, it is ]
onh ggc}f;:?és()dlzsfs:; thercfore, well be the Philoctefes of Aeschylus. But Iam not aitngetllleg sur}el
that gle hand is the same as that of the other fragments here assigned to Aeschylean plays, althoug

it is similar in type.

Fr. 6. ?{2&;‘,@? e XY

1L
i
] TETPAYREVY]
Jucoryawmolet
5 ], kMjrov BpoTowc
Juerimedac
lepetmod, ]
lepmewpe o
Ir vevihéiacheou®

10 B, _ovdeTyula

i 1i ight descending below
. foot of an upright on the line ], theH lov?'er e.znd of an uprig
the 1?1-11('3 E)lfo\}vlgc’itg; t%oe base ofi;, circle on the line The mdm?i;:lmn; 5111111: ]y{o]gvc, Jro]ue g ]A,fta::;
i : dot level with the tops of the letters compatible with ¢ 8 yg or 7 )
S%rnl%;l Z dﬁftgrl; :haé li(x);e,egut: o rather than ¢ suggested 1o The letters after § much rubbed; of the

first only a dot level with the tops of the letters, next x or perhaps A
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Fr. 4.

.

leaf

Il
lene [
Jremd]

Fr. 7 Perhaps from the left-hand side of the same columnasfr. 6 2 [, the left-hand tip of
cross-bar as of = 3 .[, traces compatible with o, A

Fr. 8. Pl #o. N0

/

l.c. . lwicapnemepewcar] l¢

wica pun crelpew rax|
.7 ecrwapyy poroc | T’ éerw elpijon Bporoic
1 awowrpben] awapmodw |

Jev. ... ] 7paypacwrafpuerny- [

].auw Tipde 7l yap woAw
€v ey yorcl mpdypacw rabnudrp

5 Popwvraeteucadocermayrdy] Jevoy| dopwy 7 défer kdMoc éemaydot]plevoy
JmAravarcreyarovavoduwucparer | djudar dere yerrdvwv SABwe kpaTety:
[+13 w
1. avdvrevew []5]] neemepforac [ B of duredew. of 8[¢] yhic émeufodde
- Juwidednvradatocmemavie] . e Admpran, Satac memavpévor

0 ou

Imeyy[ov]Bedpo, [ {6, (10 cdAmiyyoc, 098¢ dpovpl[ ] &6, [
Lo Jeu] Lo Lesf
0. ed [ 170 vedd

. . . . . . . . . .

Fr.8 1 ] ¢ the surface is rubbed , ], e not excluded The traces of the following letter look like
the bottom left-hand angle of § or { surmounted by the back of ¢; after this, what appears to be ¢ but'
perhaps should be read in combination & 2 Of the first 1 only two dots in the position of the ends
of the cross-bar The next letter suggests : but some ink going from its centre to right and slightly
dbownwards is not explained and perhaps a damaged e should be recognized 3 ]., a spot level with
the tops of the letters 7 ]., only an apex but hardly A g Before ef a dot level with the tops of
the letters, compatible with »; after e the tops of two uprights, tao close together for 5 and therefore
presumably parts of different letters, and the upper left-hand arc of a circle o }. .., the upper
part of an upright, the lower part of an upright with a small hook to right at its foot, the lower part
of anupright The left-hand side of ¢ has completely disappeared 11 78 suggest xarfav or Terlor;
neither can be excluded, but ¢ in one case, p in the other would be rather anomalcusly made

Fr. 8 1 The natural signification of the accent on the syllable before »6 would be that that
syllable belongs to the same word as »i. cpwice gives nothing, owriica suggests Lwwviice, but this was
not written, nor, I think, though of this 1 am less certain, was ywmwice, a form for which there is at
present only much later evidence. If, on the other hand, Noca is a separate word, preceded by a

D




34 NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS

barytone word, in which the accent is written on the last instead of the penultimate syllable, we are
presented with ¢ g or ¢, ¢lv, the missing letter being pretty certainly » consonant, of which 1 can
malke nothing.

emelpew appears to be parallel to furedew, L 7, ‘good for sowing . . . for planting’, but T cannot
follow the construction of the sentence as & whole. For the detail of. Hdt. 1 193 (xdpn} xapmév . . .
ayabsy éxdépew.

2 seqq. a parenthesis about the blessings of peace,

2 Since mde yap mpdr would naturally have been written, if meant, I suppose we should point
after vwBe (and I am now not sure that there is not a trace of a high stop} and understand:. .. her
(i.e. peace). For she exalts a city at rest, etc.

4 & dcdyore mpdyuecw cf. carrgpiar 8¢ mpaypdraw eddyyelor Agam. 646, § moMaxf ye SucrdAarcra
wpdypara Suppl. 468, and similarly uy Tuyofcar mpdyparec munddpov Fum. a77.

walfgudmy of. 4§ méhc yip dypdea xdv $oPun xefnpuém Aristoph. Pax G42. More commanly of
persons as at Hdt. 146 {cf. Callin. 1,4) ; absol. ‘be situated’, of a region, Eurip. ap. Strab. 366 (fr. 1083 N2,

5 éxmaydotueror: only this present participle is found, elsewhere always middle ‘wonderstruck
at’, here apparently passive; sec on 1, 6.

6 I suppose the subject of wpereiv to be mdhw and the construction duAday ‘in competition’,
yesrdvaw kparely ‘surpass its neighbours’, $ABw: ‘In prosperity’. I am inclined to recognize the same at
Pind. OL vii 50 adrd 8¢ cducer dhace 7éypay macay émiyfoviwy Dhavicmic dptcromdvorc xepcl xporeiv,
theugh they couid be taken in a slightly different way,

For duddav . . . xpareiy of, wpdrgeay €pyor Pind, Ol Ix 84, crddiov kparicac Bacchyl. vi 155 see

- Kithner-Gerth § 410(¢). For xparetv with genitive ‘surpass’ cf, dumepla . . . 1fc dmeplac xparet Eur,
fr. 619. (The two constructions caombined Philostr, Herote. 2, 5.)

This exposition leaves no object for éemaydodperar, which will therefore have to be taken as an
otherwise unattested passive. For this reason it should perhaps be remarlked that it is theoretically
possible to construe 1. 5-6 quite differently: ‘wonderstruck at their splendour it’ (I do not know what)
‘stimulates the struggle of houses to surpass their neighbours in prosperity’. So duddndovror dudda
aifovrec perdbporcw Bur, 1T, 411 seq. -

s Since only one letter is missing, perhaps ) 8" of, but if I am right in supposing duredew paraliel
to cmelpew, 1, 1, I do not know why not pf}d” ad.

of 8¢ presumably refers to the citizens of the city blessed by peace, not to 3époe or yelrovec. I
should expect the next clause to mean ‘in their quiet they have forgotten what war is like’, but I
cannot elicit this sense (or indeed much sense of any kind) from the text. I must content myself with
the statement of difficulties.

{@) -Adec, Whether we suppose Aekguras to come from Mjfopar or AagBdvopar (or these verbs com-
pounded with &xi), we should expect a genitive not an accusative. The only possibility 1 see of ex-
plaining the accusative is to suppose that it follows énf. To turn to deals in real estate might be

considered a typical peace-time activity—in that case, we should have to accept éumodde and reject '

&ufoddc, for to turn one’s attention to raiding is plainly not so—but I see no prospect of extracting
the requisite verb from Aedgrrac.t

T . 1Y sor
{(8) emepfodac may be taken as one word (with a variant) or two. émepmodd is not attested.
w
émepford seems to have no sense suitable to this context. If we divide én’ 2pfodde, we get the following
* . .
theoretical possibilities: yfc &, én” uflorde, ém()-Addprar, but, as I have said, only the second gives
a construction for the accusative.

T T hesitate even to mention the thought of a connexion with A@, which is orly present, active,
and construed with the infinitive, and Aedwmpudvoc; with a verb of such meaning fvjpd:. wounld be
an obvicus sapplement.

Tf the possibility of serious corruption is entertained, I should suggest for consideration y4c

&’ a’.ptéro)ldc . . . 7pémovrac (or some such word). duBolal would suit duredew, the throwing up of
earth in making holes for planting trees, dumodal (though there is no trace of modq simple or com-
pounded} emelpery, the malking of furrows for sowing seed. They have done with the trumpet and
garrison duty and turn to agricultural pmrsuits.

I should like to make an implement out of ., lpan, but can think of none suitable.
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{¢) Aedqerar, if it can occur at all, might represent either dedgcpdvor sict {or AedjBarar) or Aehnp-
pévor elct (i.e. ellmppévos elcl, Aeddarar or eldjparar). The strangeness of the form could be avoided by
interchanging this word with the last of the line, mémavvras, . . . Aedgepdvor, but no better sense or
construction results, A genitive in the place of -Adc would still be expected. :

(@) . Jpan 1 have considered wdepewr ‘in orderly living’ and dpfué ‘in concord’ but, apart from
other considerations, they are too Iong. dppewe ‘in harbour’ might in some contexts be used mieta-
phorically for 'In quiet’, but it is not suitable to this, unless émepfolal meant specifically ‘descents
(vfic, on the land) from the sea’, of which there is no trace. dpude (l.e. dppof) does not appear to
suit the context,

8 Cf, yahkedr & odx fcro cadmlyyaw xrdmoc Bacchyl. fr. 4; 35 (also a deseription of the blessings
of peace).

9 gpovpiwy
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. aprr], padowcourery[ ], [ Inpare.
] vreraTwrodorropanBedn
35 1 Swcayrviaicwaprapwy:
1Tvex(, ] perdyelaraoy

Wwélowporoc - eral

Inovpeary
Joompl. ... Jyovxepe

40 . Jotrerdikweruncrerar

puddud, ... ].oc
| ]

]
Fr. o(f)

1.0
Jence [
JeordSexBol 1.
leppvBuara]

5 Jrascarmarec]

Iyromdiectds |

Fr. g (@) A considerable number of small scraps, some of which are not actually in contact with
their neighbours, have gone to the making up of this column. The estimation of lost letters is conse-
quently more than ordinarily uncertain in some places. In some places, also, the surface is much
rubbed and the recognition as well as the interpretation of the 'mk cnnsquent[y dubious, As far ag
possible T have noted the latitude in supplementation and decipherment in these places as I come
to them. : . )

3 After o the lower part of an upright Of 3 enly the apex, of r only the right-hand side,
between them traces compatible with e, but not particularly suggesting it Between ¢ and 8 a
short stroke, off the line, suggesting the left-hand upright of a smallv 4 ].[, the tail of an upnght
descending below the line, p? [, perhaps the top of o, but if so rather anomalously made 5 ?C )
self-correction of e/  After w; perhaps the left-hand end of the cross-stroke and the foot of the stem
of 7, but ey [ cannot be excluded Of the last vmbig letter but one the_ lower part (_)f an ﬂpng_ht
6 {,the middle part of an upright 8 u[ not very satisfactory, enly the tips of the uprights remain;;
one would expect to see some of the linking stroke 9 ]_E, the foqt of a stroke ascending with a
slight slope to right 1z [, a horizontal stroke on the hpe, possibly the base of ¢, follpwed by
traces suggesting the tail of an upright descending below the line 13 [, two strokes meeting at ag
obtuse angle, perhaps the apex of 5, but possibly the top of an o o[y} would satisfy t};e mdlca:t;t
requirements, though the gap Is rather large for a single letter 14 .[, the lower end of an un;-)[rng t
descending below the line  ewvemovrec can hardly be avoided but the first ¢ is represented only by
faint traces of what is presumably the upper part of the back and the first » is anomalously made and
might be taken for ec  cop: the o appears to have been retouched 15 o, only the foot remains and
an e like the first in 1. 8 cannot be uite excluded After fio one would expect ¢ but the next traces-
look fike the tip of an upright; if ¢ were read, in spite of the appearances, it 'would be too far from B ;
Pofc]s might satisfy the requirements of reading bu§ adds to tl'le difficulties of articulating the re-
mainder of the line  After x traces of the base of a circle, ¢ possible 1 am not sure whether o | 1.[.1p
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Sjcaprrioly, aldarc 8 odk évijiv] dplovidpare,
] viera. @v SBourdpar By
35 1.8we ayxddawcw dpraudy
17w éxladlpe kayéda kardy

v 3lo ddvoc
]

uoupud
Lompl ... Jyov xépa
40 Jobv &dikwe kuehjercerar

o &8 ] oc

would not be a more accurate rendering of the traces, There are remains of an upright slightly nearer
to ethan top [, an upright with ink going to the right from its top, v suggested 16 After x two
dots one above the other, apparently remains of an upright, then at an interval the lower tip of a
stroke descending from left, e.g. A, followed closcly by s loop on the line, e.g. ¢ Of the next letter
only a dot near the line, then perhaps rop, thongh other ways of combining the traces could be
adopted Above e a dot suggesting the lower end of an accent, whether acute or grave not deter-
minable For g [perhaps A[ 17 Before of traces of an upright, over the traces preceding which is
a dot of interlinear ink Some three letter combinations could be accommodated between » and of
18 ]., the lower part of an upright followed by the upper part of an upright, e.g. Iy, but possibly },¢
should be written 19 The counting and spacing of the letters cannot be taken as very exact
22 ]., an upright 27 The traces immediately following #¢ are on three different SCraps; ica may
be possible 28 Aesch.fr. 377 30 7ot the w is anomalously made and the presumed ¢ has Iost
its top and might perhaps be read v 34 1., apparently the ends of the overhang and central
stroke of e but the damaged right-hand loop of p or ¢ cannot be tuled out 35 1., a dot in the middle
position, « apparently excluded  env:above e what locks like a small » with a thin stroke slanting to
left from its top 36 1., w possible but not verifiable 39 1., the lower tip of a stroke descend-

ing from left 41 1, theapexof Sord Iffr.g (B is rightly placed not more than two IL can be
lost after this and probably this was itself the last.

Fr. 9 (b)) Apparently from the bottom of the column immediately following that partly preserved
in fr, g (a} 2 [, the foot of a stroke rising from the kine with a slight slope to right 3 For o
I am not sure that « might not be accepted 1.[, the lower end of an upright descending below the
line; efjp not verifiable 5 Iam inclined to think that damage to the surface has made the appear-
ance of the penultimate letter deceptive and that of may be a correcter rendering of the ink

Fr, 9 (a) It seems possible to say with a certain confidence that the character which speaks
U 1-13 and the alternate lines of the stichemnythia beginning at 1. 14 is Airy, That is the prima facie
probable interpretation of Hl. 14-15, “What is your right name?”, ‘Justice’, and is borne out by the
statement of L. 1o, I sit on Zeus's throne’. The other speaker cannot be determined with the same
likeliboed. T incline to think it is the chorus, and, i there is anything in the occurrence of the
non-tragic but comic form énf at 1. g and the non-Attic but Doric form eppfiufe at (5) 4, will have
been & chorus of Satyrs, In the upper part of the column Justice relates how she reached the position
she holds, in the middle under interrogation how she exercises her functions, in the tower part of the
column she illustrates by an example her preceding assertions.

5 seq. ‘He obtained possession of jt justly and sits thereon” might be a reference to Zeus's accupa-
tion of the throne of Kronus (Srewc rdyiera rop warpdiov e Spdvov kaféler’ PV, 228 seq.) but need not
be so, since e may be causative even when followed by é with a dative (e.g. Fumen. 18),

7 ‘His father’, Kronus, or ‘my father’, Zeus? 1 dic maic maphévoc diey Sepl. 662, dide rdpo.
Airav 8¢ viv wpocayopedoser fporoi Toydvrec kudde Chaeph. 040,

8 dic 7ol 8¢ or dic Tope. ‘After him’ (cf. Humen. 2), or “for that reason’ or, taken up by érvf, “for
the reason that’.
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g dryf not elsewhere in tragedy. Eur. Cydl. 643.

Possibly #plelif-ev, -aro.

10 just%cZTLEv:]!aEf) ﬂé)uted, takes her seat by Zeus, Hes. Op. 259. She is the §1§ye§poc of %eus,ﬂSoph.
O.C. 1382, of wdAar codol dwdpec 7y Alxny mdpedpov 7@ Ail émolncav Ari. Anab, iv 9, 7, Ak fv . . .
*Opeve wapd Tov oi didc Bpdvov et xalypdvgy wdvra 7d 78w dvbpdimaw e’q_ﬂop_&v [Demost}'l.l 25§ 1.

[AyAelicuéen I should judge excluded by the space. dyAailopar is not found in tragedy but
(i'y/\a'.l'cp_a i Aeschylean. .

11 méparect I can produce no parallels to Alky as an emissary of Zeus.

edpev[Tc médes, Kupet,

12 If e, perhaps 3[¢pova, et{gpdvarc, «f [$povidw.

13 If &yfrecle, i, Humen, 142. . .

ndrye opposed to dAndéc, Soph. Philoct. 345, Eur. fon 275. Usually in Aeschylus ‘to no purpose,
without producing an effect’ but v. Chosph. 846, ) ,

14 The sense appears to be #i ¢ odv mpocavémovrec €f xvpicoper; For the form o”f this cf. 7 mp
mpacelme kol (Weil, xdv cod.) riym pod’ ederopdv; Choeph. 997, v kadobca . . . riyoy’ dv; Agam. 1232,
xal 765 dv yévoc My & 'Enddov xvpieare Suppl. 588, Choeph. 049 (see n, on L. 7). But I do not see
how xup are to be accommodated in the space. I can think of nothing better than 5 g{oc]fcoper. ITam
not sure that ed)oylfcopen conld be accommodated. )

15 wpécBoc can hardly be avoided. In that case péyicror mpdcfoc fic év odpaydie or something of the
sort is indicated (dixac,  peyicroripov Suppl. 700). But (1) pg would more naturally be read than pe,
I do not attach great importance to this cbjection, as the bottpm of « is not strongly characterized,
(ii) eytcro would be eramped, (i) oc of mpéefloc would be inordinately separated, (iv} evoup could be
read (indeed almost anything could be adapted to the sparse ink before p) but not pe, tnless the «
were much more damaged than the letter yead as o appears to be. )

16 From the answer in the next line it seems evident that muu ‘prerogative, right’ here means
‘function, duty entrusted to one’, cf. Eumen. 208 seqq. .

— dAX’ écTiw Hply ToliTo mpocTeTaypévor.

— vic §8¢ Tepr};  wdpmacav yépac xaddv,

— rotc pyrpuadclac ek Bdpaw édatvoper,
and similarly 226 seqq., 419 seqq. 1 can think of no plausibic way of eliciting a guestion meaning
‘what are your duties?’ from the remalining signs. ) ) ,

19, 19 Presumably ‘I reward the good and the bad according to their goodness and badness’. Sp
of Zeus it is said, Suppl. 403, vépwv elxdrwc dbica ;z.év xaxoi, Scea 87 e’wu’poac.(where observ? the 1llog}-
cality of the expression ; the bad do not get ‘an unjust pertion’, but ‘a pfrtmn corrg:spondmg to their
deeds, which are unjust’). I should, therefore, expect not rev- but =is-, and this may be meant,
though I find no other example of this misspelling in the papyrus. ) )

redves Blow, which is compatible with the traces, is open fo objections from at least two sides. It is
not a Greck notion that the good have long lives and the bad‘short ones. On the contrary the g(}qd

are often rewarded by death at an early age and the bad are given a long run and punished l(ate orin
their descendants, Moreover, relvw flor always appears to mean ‘I have a Jong life’, never ‘I give a
long life’ to some other person. .

19 udrawec when applied to wrengdoing often appears to connote violence, e.g. Hume. 337, Suppl.

6z,
! T am not sure that a correct guess at the contents of this line could be verified. T think r[&)c pdrac
would be compatible with the traces after owc. The third letter before ¢ might be A. . )

20 Le. mefoi 4§ Blac, cf. P.V. 172 wafoic énaaidatar, 212 xar” icgde. The form of this question
perhaps supplies a. clue {though I cannot foilow it) to the form of the statement in the preceding verse:
I make the wicked change their ways. . )

21 This notion of a register of sins is expounded at length by Euripides Melarimmy fr. 5o6:

Boxeire mpddv Taduofuar’ de feodc
‘JTTEPOECL K&WEIT’ E’I) AN;C SE'ATOU WTUXCLTC
ypa'gﬁew TLV, CLJTCE }(1‘)1.,

- Y ~ ~ s
and is referred to by Lucian, de merc. cond. 12 (rods’ éecivo, éic 7dw dide 3édraw & pdpruc) and Schol. B
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I3 175 Zede xoretde ypduoc elc mdc BipbBépac, (cf. the paroemiographers, e.g. Zenob. iv 11), but I do
not know of any other place where Justice is said to keep it, though in the Medapimmy passage she is
said to be in the offing.

22 The answer in the next line can hardly be other than an indication of time, presumably,
therefore, molo xpdfron 8¢ . . .; (mofow xpdvov 8¢, ; Agam. 278), but this seems to be on the long side.

I should guess wakotc, but xardv cannot be ruled out.

23 ebr’ dv dépne or Tedfs xrd. For wdpiov ‘destined’ of. Euwm. 542 mowd ydp émécrai. xvpov péver
édoc, but it is more commonly the ‘day’ which is thus qualified: ypdwoe ros rupiwe 7 & Huépar feode
drtlwr Tic fporidw Sdiees Sl Suppl. 732, Peded 8¢ riwrew Jhpic . . . 8Bpww . . . Bre 16 xUprov pddqe ddoc
rérov Agam. 763.

24 seq. At a guess Sexrde, Séyorro; for instance,

oduely mpoBipwe f o Sexréa crpardr,
\ rd LI LY » Fs 3 i3 s
Kat wdpr Syt v el Séyorro p’ eddpdvenc,

But this thought could be expressed in many other ways and need not have been expressed at all,

26 If the circumflex is rightly recognized, cd@ra: would seem to be indicated.

27 Apparently a seriptio plena.

28 érqe: for the theory behind the rough breathing see Schol. A 71, vi 239, Eust. 641, 55, where this
verse s quoted as a proof of the smooth breathing.

30 ¢épeic (or the middle) seems to be offered or ¢épew couid be construed, but I do not recognize
the use, eddepirfc rare and attested late, edpasijc Soph. Philoct. 847, ‘keen-sighted’.

31 éBpefe more probable than peda,

waida: if the text s right, there is no choice but to take Ares as meant, but the objections to this,
both general, that a major god should be adduced as a signal example of transgression punished, and
in detail, as noted below, seem to me so great that I have cast about for a means of escaping this
conclusion. I have found nothing plausible,

{Adfpar | "Hpac would make it possible to Jook for the mother’s name or description in the letters
following Zuwi, but there is no room for the ¢ (though, as the papyrus is damaged between « and @y it
carnot be positively said that ¢ was not inserted at a higher level) and no name beginning with
@upoud] s either known or to be expected. Whoever it is, his crime appears to accupy . 34 seqq., his
punishment, the promised wéxpap, II, 38 seq,

32 Neither Bopoedric (of which fupo:d- might be a contraction) nor fupdiSnc belongs to the tragic
vocabulary. Possibly we have a compound with of8ety, for though this verb seems not to he used
metaphorically of the effects of anger, the cognate oi8dvew is so used from Homer onwards.

34 The ink suits dmlevwrd but, if 8édyg is right, &ldwrra is recommended by usage.

@ cdormdpwe can hardly be possessive, for it would be pointless to say and improbable in fact
that the travellers could defend themselves stoutly, It might be the genitive of the target, but though
fBédy need not mean arrows or even missile weapons (Choeph, 163), dduvrra . . . féiy is not the most likely
description of the arms of Ares, and why should ‘traveliers’ be specially mentioned as the abjects of
his malice? T cannot resist the conclusion that not Ares but some highway robber of the same sort as
Sinis is in question, and, if this is so, that fég should be changed to péhy, but I find difficalty with
J.vera and can think of nothing better than ¢oourrd. '

35 Though both dy«idaicw and dprapwy are ambiguous, it may be pointed out that, if the first is
an adjective and the second a verb (as it must be if the sign over w is meant for an accent), they suit
the Sinis story itself, e.g. uédny | slrucw dvarddc dyrddacw dprapdr. Not that Sinis can be the character
spoken of, since his father was not Zeus bt Poseidon and in ro version does his mothei’s (or mother’s
father’s) name begin with Gupe:s]. '

37 dlot v.l, crdfor.

40 Apparently the etymologizing of a proper name, such as Aeschylus favours, e.g, P.V, 8z,

. 11, 6, 313, 402 N2, Tf it was Hpyc, various ancient etymologies are known (dpf = BAdBy, dratpety, ete.),

though none attributed to Aeschylus.

Fr. 9 (5) 4 -tfoa Doric form, perhaps a sign that this is a satyr play, of. 2161 (Diciyuler) introd,
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Fr. 10.

@
Jacrapaxl, .| warep [
leparroved,  18evmvor]
Joptivour]. . erouual
Jrnmocwrenacavetel]
s Lol Jurrp]
1 serdg [

Trnpeor [
] €af

I
(&)

L8]
Propdva- [
{0 1. L
' Tedopovar [
Od 5 Jgov [

On the evidence of the fibres I should locate () below the left-hand side of (g}—8 of (¢) below ¢
of {a) 8—and (¥) below the right-hand side of (@)— of (5} 1 below ¢ of (¢) 4—, and further {c) on 2
level with (5} 5. I can trace no cross-fibres from (a) in () and can make ne guess at the distance which
separates them. . .

Frr. 1416 lock to me as if they came from the same neighbourheod, but T can place them in no
fixed relation. Tr. 14 is likely to have stood above fr. 15

Fr. 10 (a) 1 ],, the lower part of an upright descending below the line, p or » probable [, an
upright with its foot hooked to right, § probable 3 1., two spots of ink, one level with the tops of
the letters, the other to right of it on the line, e.g. the ends of the right-hand arms of x ar y Above
the line between 7o two dots; possibly +°, but this does not acconnt for all the ink 5 |, the ink
suggests the lower part of the right-hand upright of » where the diagenal meets it, but this does not
account for some ink above it (besides being in itself an improbable collocation of lettersy and perhaps
1 is possible [}, the space prescribes a narrow letter; ¢ probable 6 ], the right-hand tip of 4
cross-stroke level with the top of ¢« [, the lower part of an upright with a heavy dot on the Hne to its
right, 8 possible, but not verifizbic % After v apparently the apex of § or A followed by a dot level
with the tops of the letters 8 [, an upright sloping slightly to right

- Fr.10 (h) 1 ], an upright 3 1., an upright 5 1., the tip of an upright

Fr. 10 (3) 1seq. Stlacmapay{felc ot drepf[
craparror éfrar] Sebrvor]
satisfies the conditions. Fhe lines could find a place in the story of the Sphinx, which there is reason
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to suspect {cf. fr. 2) might occur among these fragments. But if this fragment stands on the right of

. fr. 9 (8), the reference might be to the same being as the lower part of that describes.

5 Possibly éJuwrd[c] dvrpafe, which would be suitable to a Spdeew. I do not know whether it
could be applied to the Sphinx, though she sometimes had a snake’s tail (Schol. Eur. Phoex. 1760).
8 Apparently indented and so presumably the beginning of a lyric part.

(®) 4 38]cbapor.

Fr. 1r. Fr, 13.

1 . .

10 1. banfod]
Jeoveeof ] [
L.el I

1L '

5 T Fr. 13 Apparently the bottom of a column
Jade]

Fr. 11 Apparently the top of a column. I
shouid judge that it may have stoed immediately
to the left of the column preserved in fr. 9{a} . Fr. 14.
2 },, scattered traces with the top of an upright

to their right  Of ¢ only the top curve, ¢ equally ) ' )

possible 5 ].,a dot level with the tops of the At

letters Toped [
Jrov {

Frr. 14-16 Perhaps from the same neigh-
bourhood as fr. To{a){c) :

Fr. 14 1 [,thefoot of anupright 2z [, the
foot of a stroke rising to right

Fr. 12,
" lama [
J.padve [ Fr. 15,
], wovp |
Fr. 12 ' v (
. may belong to the lower part of
fr. 9 (2) Pov: Bajal
t 1., the middle part of an upright [, a Tovcapa |
dot on the line - 2 ], on the line the end of
a stroke descending from left, eg. a, X, x [ an e '
upright, p or » suggested 3 ], either yor parts Fr.15 1 f, the left-hand end of a horizontal
of two letters, e.g. ¢ [, an upright stroke on the line
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Fr. 16. Fr. z7.
Ixoc 1.6
] Treor{
Jrowc- ][]960”'[
] Icedvay|

5 1..0u[ I 5 1

.. .ov Fr. 17 3 1.[, the lower end of an upright
et descending below the line
J.adpodury.

1.8ecco-g] JL1L
o Yogl Jaye [
i
1

. . - .

Fr, 16 5 ] ., traces compatible with the
cross-stroke of = followed by the tip of the
right-hand branch of v 7 ].. ., the lower part
of an upright, a hook like the foot of ¢ closely
followed by an arc like the bottom right-hand
side of o, the foot of an upright. wer would be
one way of combinmg the remains 8-1.; the
bottom tip of a stroke descending below the line
6 1., the overhang of ¢ or the like ][, the top
of an upright 10 [, an upright 12 The
tip of the overhang of ¢ or the like

Fr. 18.

ol
v
1Ll

Fr.18 ¢ [, ink like the bottom left-hand
angle of { but off the line, ¢? 3], .[, very faint
traces, perhaps of a cross-bar, as of r, and the top
of a rounded letter [, perhaps theleft-hand angle
of =, but the surface is damaged and 4 is possibie

Fr. 10.

LD
]EL]JKCILK[

Fr. 19 1 Before y the lower end of an up-
right descending below the line

Fr. zo. Fr. 21. Fr, 22,
Co Jrarnp] e
ufave | TocusBpo] Pero [

Jeld

Fr. 20 2z [, possibly a, but the surface is
damaged

. LI

Fr.22 2 ], [, the top of a rounded letter
followed by & spot of ink in the middle position
1...[, a cross-bar, as of £ or 7, followed by the
tops of uprights; e.g. Zp, but other ways of
combining them possible

ST ik EE s o,
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Fr, 25, :
Fr, 24, . .
7l 1.0
Fr, 23, . . . ]-1}[@[
}Ff"sﬂ[ . Fr.24 Perhaps from the ]yxap,zg[
ew g;)-[ right-hand side of fr. 8 & [ vl
. . . [ Tvoca|
Fr. 23 2 [, the upper part ][]8587?£
of an upright P’ erre]
LB [
Fr. 2. Tramerpd]
. ] . . 10 1Bedeé |
KX Jrolumg
o0 1.0l
Map [ o
1.’ ayyedoval Fr. 25 Possibly from the same |
g Jamor off neighbourhood as fr. 6 or fr. 8
1 [, the lower part of an up-
]p_{_}ha[ right ’2 1., on the line the end
. . . . of a stroke descending from left
Of ¢ only the lower left-hand
Fr. 27 1 ], the lower Fr. 26, 3 ¥ Y, ;
right-hand arc] 6f a circle r. 26 cornet, ¢ possible 4 [, the lower ;
After « the lower part of an left-hand quadrant of a round letter !
upright ; another narrow letter ] J., traces compatible with the apex
might be accommedated be- ofaorthelke 6 [, asmall hook
tween thisand € 4 ]., per- Ter on the line, possibly «, < but a simple
haps the right-hand ends of « . . upright not excluded 8 Perhaps
5 After » the middlepart of an Iaun, but after p a possible reading
upright, = possible 60r Fr, 26 2 ], the top of would be ] [, the bottom lefg—
which 1;1 ay be followed by th e’ an upright hand corner of ¢, o, w would suit
top of  or ¢ ¢ For ¢ perhaps u, but no trace of
the linking stroke 10 Above 5 a
short upright, eg. the stem of v, 7
[, a small heok on the line, a, ¢ pos-
sible 1z [, an acute angle just
higher than the cross-stroke of ¢, not
Tr. 28 7, possibly &, ¢
Jec [

Freve [

Fr. 28 1 },, the tip of an
upright 2 [, an upright
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Fr. zq. Fr. 31.

o el

IR | Jpdvra]
Jowcarme, [ Jugarv]

akovew [

Je T E
5 Jevvrepance. [
Jovduxcatovr|

e
3l

Fr. 29 2 |, the lower end of an upright,
descending a little below the lne, = probable
[, the upper part of an upright with traces
below and to the right, @ 3 ..[,on thelinea
hook followed by a dot, e.g. &, but there are
many other possibilities 4 [, two spots one
above the other, e.p. £, £ 5 [, the left-hand
side of an upright, 5 probable

Fr. 29 5 -xepace- is not an Attic form nor
does cvyxepdcas appear to be used in the sense of
‘throw into confusion’ like covrapdfac,

F1. 30.

ol
Ty f
1B8¢tu[

Jeor §
Jedup
5 e [

J v

Fr, 30 1 [, traces compatible with the
left-hand loop of ¢ 2 [, a trace below the
line, a stroke ascending to the right is sug-
gested 4 .f, parts of an upright 5 After
a an upright curving to left at the foot followed
by the foot of a stroke rising to right; above
this perhaps an acute 6 ], traces compatible
with A but not verifiable

Fr. 30 3 pgopbeiv Fum. g04, dvapporfbety
fr. x27 (Salam.) N2,

TOIL

Fr. 31 1 After ¢ the upper part of an up-
right with txaces below to the right, « would

suit [, on the line the start of a stroke rising

to right 4 Apparently indented

Fr. 32.
(a)

11
Jace [

Jouer

Jew|

Fr. 32 (2) 2 ]., perhaps the overhang of ¢
.[, an upright 4 For ¢ perhaps w

0
1
TaACRH

Jravre |

Fr, 32 () 3 .[, perhaps ¢ [ would be cor-
recter

Fr, 32 2 Bdlo ¢0évoc Agam. 947,

Fr. 33.

oo :
] Toucy]

Jel Jeml

2266. AESCHYLUS, VARIOUS PLAYS

.

Fr, 34.

Jo[
J.ca of
PBeaz]
Jrove]

.

Fr. 84 2 ecaco possible but not verifiable

Fr, 33.

TEC) [

Fr. a9,

Ja- [
lag’e[

Fr. 42.

el

47

Fr. 36. Fr. 37 vacant.
]CLV
Jaby
Fr. 40.

[
Jer [

Fr. 40 1 [,perhapseorc
the back of a

Fr. 41.

Bue
Jwo [

z [ perhaps
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Fr. 44.

. .

Joc [

Fr. 45.

FC

Fr. 47.

Joupo
140

¥r. 47 2 ], A or possibly 3

Tr. 49.

]'. Pfﬁéﬁ

oty

la[

Fr, 46,

Wl

Fr. 48.

e
Japr]
Bpe]

¥r. 49 1 ]., the lower tip of a stroke descending below the line 3 1., the tip of an up-

right _{, the top of a stroke descending from left o right

2266. AESCHYLUS, VARIOUS PLAYS 49
Fr, 5.

Jac [
] I
o I
vep|

g T

Fr. 50 1 ],, a short stroke at the level of the tops of the letters, e.g. the end of the upper arm of
# or x or perhaps the lower side of the upper loop of 8 3 An arnamental stroke

Fr. 50 1 The writing in this line appears to be slightly larger and the sign in 1. 3 looks like a mere
embellishment. But I cannot recognize the title of an Aeschylean play. @y]Buc could be read, but
1L 4-5 are not the beginning of the "Errd. Afajuac cannot be read.

Fr. 5t.
() (8)
Jermcder] Le [
Jer[ Jrov [ ] Beyl
loéie { ]
5 Ixawe ], eop]

Trovxf 1..[.Ja[

. .

Fr. 51 (2) and (b) are shown by cross-fibres to be correctly located at the same level, T am not
sure how far apart they should be placed. In Il. 56 no letters may be missing between them, The
fibres of the back of (2) suggest that it belongs to the right-hand side of the same column as frr, 52~

t )., apparently the foot of an upright, slightly off the line, with a smail hook to right but
possibly the right hand side of o 2 After » a dot level with the tops of the letters, perhaps a stop,
pethaps the left-hand end of a cross-stroke but », ¥ not ruled out 4 ¢ rather large and pointed,
perhaps a damaged £ 5 A strip of the surface has gone and the ink may be deceptive For of
possibly ¢ ], ., T cannot understand the signs, which look like the lower half of a cursive £ followed by
the start of a stroke rising to the right and a more than normally sloping y (or 7) ¢ may be ¢ or even
be combined with preceding ink into = 6 1..[, the upper parts of two uprights; if the second was
part of « or the like, no letter is missing between it and a.  yfova is very much against the prima
facie probabilities

E.
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Fr. 52.
Joepn]
| pevévco |
Fr. 53. . Fr. 53.

Jewpay kAeAo]
Trewy’ oencérau]
]. Betcrevdie [

]AE ‘x€t‘.’pb0t}/t1p"l’if€ . [

5 Jrovpmdever, [ 1.
JeAwenpmodepio] Joco:
leBerevedumvdeny]. . ].. €

Wamacayymep] Jovroc]. . ]

Xldpay éxdedofur
Jréwy’” olnérai]
1. Bete Tevediwy|
Ne- yelpror yap x|
Jraw ppdever [ ... 1.
7 6Aw ey moepuo], . . aco*

7d)pBer Tevedlwy devyl | ]...c
Wamaca yij mepifplpvroc

W8pwr i 7d8° [Aplyetoic ¢ida ;
10 Ldewerd], . 7parov: JLew dv gl
Jlovpat | 1L : I Bavpall [ A

1.0 1.0

J8pwrmawcrad], , Ivetorcpiha

JerpaTod-

. . . .

Frr. 52-8 Strongly marked fibres of the back make it probable that fr. 52 belongs to the right-
- hangd side of the same column as fr. 53. The general appearance of the fronts leads me to place it
above fr. 53
Fr. 52 2 [, the foot of an upright descending below the line ; p suitable

Fr. 53 3 1., a dot level with the top of the letters . 4 [, a dot on the line, ¢ and o equally
possible 5 [, the lower part of an upright descending below the line followed by an upright on
the Hne ., a stroke curving to left, like the right-hand side of o 7 ]..., two lines meeting at an
angle, probably o, the left-hand end of a cross-strake level with the tops of the letters and the foot of
an upright below it to the right, perhaps 7, a trace on the line followed closely by the lower right-hangd
arc of a circle, probably o; crplarec therefore suggested, but there are other possibilities 0],
dot in the middle position, apparently the end of the centre stroke of  but one would expect to see
some of the overhang 1t [, the start of a stroke rising to the right ][, the tip of an upright

FT. 53 The combination of Tenedians and Argives points to a play about the ‘matter of Troy’.
The Greeks sailed to Tenedos from Aulis before laying siege to Troy, they retived there from Troy to
let the wooden horse do its work. It appears from Aristoph. Ran. 963 that Aeschylus brought a
Cycnus on the stage and a Cycnus, king of Tenedos, was kilied by Achilles on the first of these
occasions. L. ¢ here might be addressed to such a person. .

3 wpé)cPeic possible,

5 eipiivy not improbable.

& morduto- xableraco naturally offers itself, L. -ov or less probably -oc or some other ending.

4 T should guess the sense to be: el tépfler Tavediow edyor crpordc kal pévol’ dmace y weplpporoc
Epmpoc Gvdpav, widc 748" Apyelowc dpile;
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Fr. 54.

Joveo]
JoyAor]
1. .2p avase
Terevucer [ Jrecip]
5 B, Imave[ Jmew]
Jeover]
|8 avas [
JpOecva

Joebev [

s

Fr. 54 3 1,,, the feet of two uprights
After p an upright with a trace to the right of
its top, 7° probable gi: e might be A; a narrow
letter might be missing between it and ¢ ¢ might
be ¢ 4 Below the breathing a dot on the line,
no doubt o 5[], the space is narrow for
two letters  Of = only the lower part of the stem
[.J, narrow for any letter 7 [, an angnlar sign
on the line, like the lower half of , but no trace
of ink above it 8 v might be Je or the like
g 1., the top of a stroke descending to right,
8 or the like

Fr, 54 2 E’Kw]ay?l.uu

Fr. 35.

RIS
Preaden|
Ineopue [
. : Jacrdrol

5 Jovraa]

Fr. 55 1 Perhaps Jx.[ would be a correcter
representation 2 Of ¢only theback 3 [, a
dot well below the line, but not apparently part
of an interlinear addition

Irppye]

Joserove]

lol

Fr. z7.

I
Jreoc]
28
1
5 M
Fr. 57 },, the foot of an upright 2 For
¢ perhaps € or ¢, for ¢ perhaps «

Fr. 58.

R

Jroted]
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Fr. 59.
(@)

1.0Jed
J.Padof
Jovt’e etperal
(b) Ipos euenw [
s ol | 1epdp [
Jrwwyoup [[Jovico]
Jocnemapele.[
1. menporep]
Topubol Tyl
10 J.cemeBl 1.1
Jompocedu]
Jmde el
18 cerie
JBovparia]

.

15 1. Lca“dlagS’aw’f[
1. .vyapovpal Ja [
1. .omrepoydarove |
1. dricper [
1. Twwogveoy [
20 Trasypiof idoparmpocved [
JasrmAlmow| | evlor [
1L, Joscerm [ Jewofo]
Jrewwac_ [
Qara]
25 Jreoup(

Fr. 59 The relative levels of () and (b) are fixed by the cross-fibres, but I cannot say how far
apart they stand '

Fr. 59 1 [, a circular base, as of ¢~ 2 Before o traces compatible withaor A 3 Between
¢ and £ a trace level with the tops of the letters 4 Befere o the upper part of an upright; the
spacing is consistent with « 5 Before ¢ the lower part of an upright [, & short upright Wit‘h ink
to the right of its top, = suggested 6 Afterpeither e [orgf % After « the tips of two uprights,
perhaps belonging to different letters  § 1., the tail of a stroke descending below the line 10
1., the upper part of an upright  1.[, the start of a stroke rising from the line to right 12 Before 7

2256, AESCHYL.US, VARIOUS PLAYS 53

the upper part of an upright 13 After 8 a dot level with the tops of the letters 15 ]., perhaps o
but the ink may be deceptive [, a speck in the middle position above which, in a different inlk, the
left-hand side of = {or the lower part of ¢7) 6 ], an upright followed by the foat of an upright
apparently hooked to right 18 1., an angle as of the middle of «  Above the line between 7 and «
a dot, perhaps of a trema, 19 1., an upright 20 Above and below v ink not accounted for,
perhaps denoting cancellation [, a slanting stroke level with the teps of the letters not suggesting
core 22 After = the lower left-hand part of ¢, 0

Fr. 59 3 éyapero[ 7

12 obunp?  mofunval?

13 Pojife?

20 & pelrayyplalt], Choeph. 63 & . crdrou,

21 vpdlwous [kéfrevbor cf, rayimovy xéhevfior fr, adesp. 124, 6 N2,

Fr. 6o,
Inl
Jnev ¢ [
T
5 e\ e
Tr, 61, ' 1. Avcee |
L 1 e |
Impo] -] [

Javas] Joue|
e 10 Joc [
Jaof Co
. . . Fr. 60 Iam inclined to think these may be

the ends of the lines fr, 59, 816

2 Pethaps weorel jc 6 Before A the foot
of an upright just off the Hine, after A the base of
a circle; Jacidew one possibility % ].[, The lower
part of an upright descending below the line

Fr. 60 5 8a\{la.

to HTam right in suppesing that this frag-
ment contains the ends of fr. 59, 816, the com-
bination will give in this verse J, o with nothing
missing, ‘




54 NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS
Fr, 62,

. . . .

T

1 7|
] F‘ﬁs?: [
] Svcdasp]
s Qmemal

] eucol,paf
] oABo [
Jak{
In.[
10 Je.d
L

Fr, 62 2 Perhapsthe baseof aord 2 [,yorm 3 Of » only the tops of the uprights but
p ruled out [, apparently the top and bottom of an upright 5 ].,a trace suggesting the right-
handside of e [, a stroke slanting npwards to right from the line g .[, a short horizontal stroke
level with the top of 4, perhaps £ or £ 1o [, an angle level with the top of ¢; ¥, 7, ¢ possible
11 A trace of a horizontal stroke at the level of the tops of the letters

.

Fr. 62 3 The accent on pr suggests a following enclitic, that on v} excludes v, Possibly, there-
fore, pi- is indicated, .

Fr. 63.

Jol

Jempl .
Tpouedy ’
Jraspen|

. - .

Fr. 64.
]?!;@ g
].mrap]
Jore [

Fr. 64 1 Of ¢ only the right-hand ends of the foot and cross-stroke, of » the lower part must be
supposed rubbed away, the eye of o is closed and a thick A could be read 2 ], a large dot level
with the tops of the letters, possibly the loop of p, if 7 is read as 7¢, or even if not, though there
appears to be a trace of a cross-stroke to itsvight 3 .[, the upper part of a stroke descending with
a slight curve to left

2256, AESCHYLUS, VARIOUS PLAYS 35
Fr. 65.
. Fr, 68.
Jreod Fr. 67, L.
Jovd] .. Jal
Bamen| 1L Juel
Jpromar( Jraerov | led{
. |xcatsca] ] [
. . 5 Y.
Fr. 66. lrl
. . Fr.68 1 [,anupzight 5],
Topd perhaps v, or ]+ should be written
1600 .[, a dot slightly above the level of y
Y

10

5

Fr. 69.

kawmp [
mocaye]
[ locw|
i, ]..[]a.
Jwxa [
J.7es]
ARNAN
eovr|
x.pectl
amag [
o]
wd
vl
opliadal
A
o7ex eovy|
nom|
ke [
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Fr. 89 2 Below «r a trace of ink, possibly part of a paragraphus but ane would expect to see
more.of it 3 1., the upper part of an upright 4 1..,ahorizontal stroke near the line w_'ith a c}ot
touching the under side at the left-hand end, then the foot of an upright followed by an upright with
ink on its left-hand side Before  the surface has been eaten off; there is room for a faitly narrow
letter, but it is not certain that any was written [, an upright 7 [, the start of a stroke ascend-
ing to right, A probable; Neoler[ {as in 1. 8) compatible with the traces 8§ Je probable but the
surface is damaged 9 Possibly xeip but not verifiablfe o ¢is very angular and perhaps should
be combined with the following dot to give y or = but the ink after this, which is party on the upper
surface of the under layer, suggests only g ory 15 The letter originally written after « seems to
have been corrected more than ence 17 .[, a trace compatible with the loop of p

Fr. 69 The apparent cccurrence of the word Aewr in 11, 8, 15 males it worth while to recall that a
Aéap carvpinde is attributed to Aeschylus by Steph. Byz. and the xarddeyoc,

Fr. 70,

11
] [ JBocd ]

] ercedr opf
] ratcelen]
5] dwp|
] i
] way, [
[ ]

ricgepe]

10 LY

Fr. 70 2 ofA] probable, since traces of any letter but o should be visible [, traces of a stque
below theline 6 Tops of letters: the first was rounded, the second was probabiy ¢ or ¢, of the third
{or third and fourth) dots suggesting the tops of two uprights 7 Of ¢ only the lower part of the
stem Of the next a nearly horizontal trace on the line {e.g. the left-hand end of the base of §), then
traces of the Iower part of an upright

¥r. 70 ¢ If d is right, no doubt @epcerf?dccac, though at Cheeph. 490 the mepddocic gives Hep-,
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Fr, 71,

o LI

1. . Eope] , rafopal )
Jreerdd] 10 Tic 7d87 i
Jrppear] 1], . owf mppat] ][, [Bexour{
s Jorlle L oL
Iro Snmepippi] 1. [ 7oy &) meprppil]. [
JwAl, 1. amro [ aXeclow puctmroNw
1 a1 awdpla, [ al..], ovdpidae [
] opapl ] temac [ Spapfol] = émicno]
o Leox(, 1o Jr [ récava] revy[..1v []n. [ Jricon]
JBucar oduccibvviican| Slicar 8 *Obvcchi Evvijucar
Joreco 1.0, Jordpers [ olix ico[plp[dmlen dperi.
Jepwevff | ] [ Jedw edbiv], | ], [
1. li}gtf’?‘(x)v[ 1 vxtren|
15 1.L.). arcbiporro [ L) Lase buporcron|
1 cvre]_ reaireda [ demep kal Tedapen|
1. L. Trrovocwaerd| ].oxrévoc direro]
ool 1.

Fr.71 2 ], , two dots on the line followed at an interval by the Iower end of a stroke descending
from left 4 1.[, the bottom arc of a circle on the line ¥ looks like + struck out 5 After 7 an
angle or hook on the line, perhaps  or = ] might be the right-hand upright of p or»  The last letter
perhaps w, before which the tops of strokes which may be corabined in different ways 6 1.0 two
faint dots on the line 7 1.; neither e nor e suits the traces, which look like the top of an upright,
but the surface is damaged and a can hardly be avoided 8 1.., some traces near the line followed
by the foot: of an upright ; all the ink may belong to one letter, e.g. u or , and the spacing seems to
me to favour this interpretation 1o x{eJow would £ill the space and though the ink before » does not
strongly suggest w it is compatible with it ; y[echr another possibility 11 « apparently corrected
¢ between 4 and ¢ perhaps inserted later 13 Jo{ among the pessibilities 14 Ja cannot be
verified 15 .[, the foot of an upright curling slightly to left or the bottom right-hand arc of a
circle ].., 2 dot near the line followed by the foot of an upright; all the ink might belong to one
Ietter 17 1., a dot level with the tops of the letters Before 7 perhaps a deleted x, above which is
the tail of a stroke curving from left, e.g.

Fr. 71 The subject of this fragment of a chorus is evidently the death of Ajax consequent on the
award of the arms of Achilles. If I am right in my identification of the hand, it may come from
Aeschylus's "Omdww wplaic, but the subject might have been mentioned in ather plays of the same.
group or elsewhere.
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Ll 6-10, 1E-18 are marked off by paragraphi and appear to be in strophic correspondence.

6 seq. év Ajax, ‘guardian of island {(Salamis)’, cf. Soph. Aj. 134, Possibly the antecedent is to
be recognized in Aé|apr-, 4-5, but I see no other example of the division of a word between two lines.

1 should say wepippd|r]ac was possible, not weprppdiTlov].

8 The reference must be to the Greek leaders, or the Atridae in particular, Since Aeschylus
speaks in the Persae {only) of an army as wepavépeov and a general as morpdvap (li. 74, 247), T had
thought of n{odJuardptder. Such use of the patronymic form is in the main comic, but it is also found in
serious verse, see Soph. Anfig. 940, Bur, Hee. 146, Soph. 4j. 880 (where see Lobeck’s collections and
add from 1082 (Cercidas) wevyrudiBac, refvaroyatnidac),

9 dpyapoc also only Persae 129.

10 reuy[€]wv, the arms of Achilles.

I should guess some compound of eAni{w.

11 seq. “They came to an unfair understanding with Odysseus in making the award’ (£dvoide,
but &dvequ would give much the same sense. See L. and 3. s.vv. IT and I 3).

14 pedayylirav probable though not verifiable. Metaphorical with $pijy Persae 115 (only).

15 If revyéum, L. 10, is trisyllabic, considerations of space are in favour of ] swme,

16 Since it is improbable that Telamon himself is spoken of and probable that Tedapw] is part of
an adjective or genitive in a definition of Ajax, dcmep is somewhat peculiar in appearing to imply a
comparison of Ajax with himself.

17 What femains is compatible with avjroxrovoc. Perhaps the copyist began to write avreyforoc.

Fr. 72.

Jud

JEL
Iel. .. Jed. ol

Jecd], xewpacrovr|
5 lavrecr aypweraikal
1 Pondpopeire] | ;
1 JpacBepapuetin
1.yl

Fr.72 3 ]., the right-hand sideof 5 0rA? [, a stroke rising to right with ink to right of its top
# Above 9[ a trace of interlinear ink; if an accent, ” rather than ’ 8 1]...., the lower paxt of an
upright apparently descending below the line, the middie part of an upright, the upper tip of a
stroke apparently descending from left to right, a trace level with the tops of the letters; vca: one
possibility

Fr.72 4 I cannot absolutely rule out Jy, but of 7Jc8e yebpac wovrlac is perhaps on the long side.

g seqq. mivrec 7' dypderas kol . . . Boybpopetre . . . wérpac 8¢ piy pelire, wrelpac 8¢ pry pedicde, and
other guesses are easily made. T cannot resist the temptation to point cut that, if cewpiic, ~Gc, 8¢ p
pebire, ~ficfe, was written, 1L 47 would suit the part of the ducrvovdrol which must have immediately
followed what is preserved in P.S.L 1209 @, and a narrow letter like c seems to me to suit the space
better. w, and even x, would project to the left of g in 1. 6, though that isnot a fatal objection.
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 Fr. 73
Judvol
1. ccefed]
Jrepecra]
Joumrodue |
5 Jopefnuel
Jwerf
Jraxe|

Fr."73 2z 1., a dot level with the tops of
the letters 5 ]., traces consistent with the
right-hand side of ¢

Fr. 74,

" 18pd
Jreartl]
JoiBecr]

Jeccap [

Fr. 74 t],, the right-hand side of the upper
part of an upright 3 ¢ might be », if the
whole of the top is supposed lost Perhaps only
o, though the top stroke would be inordinately
long 4 .[,on the line a hook to right; ¢ or ¢
probable but e possible

Fr. 76.

“lpvoceyip|
J.ebecarey |
1. wouge [
Jmopcw] Tl
5 Low, cogp [
Jefuvoy [
lyapnhe [

] , ovre)\q,p{

.

39
Fr. 75.

ol
W L] eect]

Jreppanpdc |
IxewenAovre]
5 lopagy [
]. ecrirod]
Jre.....[.... Jouwr]
Lyapbeo 1.0, .. Ixarq]
Jrov]
o |al

. . . . . .

Fr. 75 The surface has been damaged by
mud and the ink is in some places probably
illusory as a consequence

1 1., the lower right-hand arc of a circle, o

“suitable [, the left-hand tip of a cross-stroke,

rather low for r, perhaps # 2 Of  only the
right-hand part of the cross-stroke The follow-
ing traces may be combined in different ways;
immediately before the gap is a slightly sinuous
upright, before this & short horizontal stroke,
level with the tops of the letters, with the re-
mains of a base stroke below it, before this a
short stroke, sliphtly below the tops of the
letters, descending to right |, the tatl of A or ¥
probable 3 .[, an upright slanting slightly to
right, w likely 5 [, apparently the start of a
stroke rising to right from below the line 7
After e scattered traces on frayed out fibres
except the last letter, which has an upright
descending below the line 8 Before y a cross-
stroke suggesting ¢ ]1.[, perhaps = 10 .,
perhaps the right-hand part of the cross-stroke
of y or =, though it now looks as if it were too
much out of the horizontal

Fr. 77.

St

0
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Fr.76 z ], the right-hand stroke of § or A

.[, the lower part of an upright 3 1., the

right-hand tip of a cross-bar, y or , followed by an upright beyond which is a dot -on the line, %
or o [, the lower end of a stroke descending below the line, v probable 5 1,, a dot on the line,
Adfter ¢ a dot level with the tops of the letters. roici probable [, the bottom left-hand part of a
rounded letter, o probable 6 [, the lower left-hand angle of 8 probable but { possible 7 [, 2

dot on the line. 8 ], an upright

Fr. 48.

i
st
ibovmdp [
s Jéuudlen]
Joder |

], vev |
] pai [
Jyeow [

io ]_Cpc {a

¥r. T8 2z [, the lower end of a stroke des-
cending just below the line 4 [, the lower
end of a stroke descending well below the line
7 1., v or 7 followed by t, or perhaps simply =
8 ]l.,yorr 91, the lower past of an upright

Fr. 78 2 Aldiov one possibility.

5 ebuepdlew occurs in the wapddocc at Eur.
Androm. 398 apparently in the sense of éiyveder,
but of course we have no reason to believe that
it has not one of its normal senses ‘exude’ or
‘dry out’ here,

Er, 7.

jf_\wﬁ[.
ISUAN NI
Jac [

. . .

Fr.79 2 ]’, the tip of an upright or a
short piece of the upper right-hand arc of a
circle followed by the upper loop of B or possibly
af p written higher than usual  After vapparently
7 but possibly # 3 [, the lower part of an
upright descending below the line

Fr, 8o.

»l
Jewent]
Yra Jrowo [
Toud aprvou]
5 Jep { pewr [

Fr.80 1 [, aor A 3 [, perhaps the
bottom left-hand side of ¢ - 4 Of r only the
extreme tips of the cross-stroke 5 ofi] sug-
- gested by the traces and spacing [, traces of
the Iower end of an upright below the line, p
probable
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Fr. 81,
] erela,
ol
ldwen
Jpmayof
5 JGKAU{
JadeBlo]

1L

Fr. 81 1 ],, a trace suggesting the right-hand side of a circle, perhaps o Between a and c the
upper parts of two letters, perhaps ce, on a single fibre 7 The tip of an upright

\ Fr. 82.
Jhvas]

.
Jyopwal
Iyraua]
Leye|
5 Leoxow
laddc [
Jotuen]
Ipepiod]
Fr. 82 1 JA perhaps Ja 2z Of jy only the right-hand part of the cross-stroke 4 ]., perhaps

the top of por ¢ 57, a trace above the fevel of the letters, possibly v 6.[, the start of
stroke below the line, perhaps e or A
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an

wivy]
oM

1o Jpopd |
JAee [

Fr.83 20r ¢ 4 For ¢ perhaps v [, the start of a stroke ascending to right, eg. a, A
8 Before § a loop level with the tops of the l?tters, pethaps o [, the end of a stroke de-
scending below the line followed by a dot on the line

Fr. 84.

1L
J.ov, ¥BA
Jop’aixausen]
Ixayer]
5 ].va Zevavﬁcﬁpg[
JrovevBpaxel
Jo#d]

. <

ET. 84 2 After » a small loop level with the tops of the letters followed by a dot on the line
some distance away )

Fr. 84 3 8elip’.
4 holyayériar. .
5 déeTar 1,‘5;)5[;-'5, perhaps 0133}%;' precedmg.

6 ad]rév év Bpaxe[t xpdven.
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Fr. 8s.
0 1. vgpevac]]

Lowe [ 1 .[levr., aa

] dvric,ap, . Jpwviray
] 8y Mynl., ] véicawr
5 ] pir] | ] ecwyodod
] didov [ . Jevadyer:
] ot Judpuvmedu
] revmucp| | JyoBuvavor
] Lo Jerad R[] advew
io Jrdd’ec w 1

1 1 ]
LI .

Fr. 85 Distorted and frayed. The only certain evidence about the central gap is afforded by 1.8 .
kevmplaoduvay, Tam not sure that my estimate of letters missing in the preceding lines is always
¢onsistent with this.

1 1..[, the lower part of an upright followed by a horizontal stroke just off the line ].r should

erhaps be 1.[.Jv; 1., a wavy horizontal stroke on the line  p has lost its loop, ¢ its top stroke 2
Jpwwy appears possible, but » now represented only by the lower parts of uprights rather widely
spaced and perhaps independent ], [, the lower part of an upright descending below the line followed
by a trace on the line.  vd{ajxpuroc consistent with the remains Before & a blank space, perhaps the
result of rubbing The appearance of ~ over the first a may be the result of ink running along a fibre

‘Between ¢ and & the upper part of an upright sloping stightly forward 4 Between % and A the lefi-

iand end of a cross-stroke in the middle position; ¢ not suggested ], a trace consistent with the
lJower right-hand arc of a circle 5 1., a dot on the line 6 [, the ink resembles the top of the
upright with the start of the upper arm of.«, but I am not sure that this is not delusive 8 Of p
only faint traces of the tail  Ower the first o a. horizontal stroke ; perhaps * ¢ Below the beginning
an angular trace, =  After A a stroke rising to right; » a possibility Before a two dots close
together Jevel with the tops of the letters, on a single fibre; perhaps €, ¢, or p 10 Between ¢ and

¢ the extreme lower end of a stroke descending below the line,  probable

Fr. 856 Vv, 3, 5 appear to be in the same metre, trochaic dimeter catalectic, and v, 7 to differ
only in having a prefixed syllable, iambic dimeter acatalectic. Vv. 4, 6, 8 all appear to be phere-
crateans, though 6 presents difficulties. :

1 seq, I should guess the tenar to be: the woeful fate of the Trojans has crazed you, -ev dpévac |
Tpibwr wodvBdrprroc alca. Except for the last word this looks to me consistent with the indications.

do not know that even afcJa could be ruled cut as far as the letters go, but the apparent lection
signs are incompatible with it. The only alternative that cccurs to me is ara, which I .doubt not so
much on account of the accent on the second a, for that is in a different ink and may be mistaken, as

‘because the cross-stroke of = would have to be supposed to have vanished without trace,

3seq. otiric dpripaw, Srav | &% $Adymi . . ., ‘no oneis in full possession of his faculties when on fire’,

‘seems to me pretty secure, in spite of the anomalous appearance of the trace of the left-hand loop of

¢ in dadyme, 1 should further suggest véov for the word between ¢Adyme (which would then be intransi-
tive) and efcw (used absolutely like e.g. Zcmfev Agam. ggz, Pers. 11, &vov Chosph. 233). But 1 cannot

‘exclude other possibilities.
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5 pre . .. yoho ‘be not angry’. pf might represent pos, ‘pray’, but it was not followed by gpeciv.
pldv]recw would be too short. :

6 If ¢tdoud, perhaps a form of $idowkroc; for mstance, ¢irowrde ec v diyer might not be too long.

7 wéduer suggests that efigpwy cannot here mean ‘merry’, and ‘benevolent’ seems rejected by the
context. Can it mean ‘of sound mind’? That, or something Lke it, seems the natural sense at
Pers, 772, Agam, 351, 1 suppose the general sense might be: what reasonable man is not ready to
assuage his anguish by .. .? '

Fol. 86.

14
1 1
]_63’0.[

Fr. 86 The front resembles that of fr. 85, the back not, but it has been dirtied. The space
between Il. 1 and 3 is greater than the corresponding space taken by three lines in fr. 85. 1t may be
mistaken to associate them, though there seems to be little guestion that they are in the same hand.

Fr. 8.

1.[ 1 .acal 1L

], Tovrammé [
To }gvov [
Jwaran [
Jredakapie 7 |
oo
lpgos [
5 Jarwor [
Lol
1.0

*

Fr. 87 3 1., faint traces compatible with o but not suggesting it 8 1.., traces compatible with
the tail of p or v followed by the feet of y 9 1,, perhaps the top of the right-hand branch of v [, the
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ower part of an upright 12 .I; the Iower part of a stroke descending from left, « or A probable
13 }., the upper part of an upright 15 Between o and 7 a trace on the under-layer ; there is room

i for (but no trace Of) another narrow fetter between this and T TwEOr o | _[, the lower part of an up-

‘right followed at an interval by a loop as of g8; if the upright was ¢, a letter is lost and i, ].[ must be
Cywritten 15 1., perhaps p but the fibres are in disorder 17 Or three letters may be represented,
“but the surface is partly destroyed and the fibres displaced

. 87 3 Siaf preposition; in non-lyric verse and without metrical nelcessity P.S.1. 1211, 8 and
Aesch. fr, 2g6N2.
1E $alppdrwe,

Fr, 88. Fr. 8g.
Jexpies [ 1
Jppverw { ], avécl]
JrRotara | ] [
Jovenepn] ] vopa {
5 Jped [ e
:{Kﬁep{ Fr, 89 2 1, parts of a horizontal stroke on

theline 4 [, theleft-hand baseangleof8or ¢

1ol Jnl
L0 1

Fr. 88 1 ¢ is represented only by traces on two isolated fibres [, a dot on a single fibre which
might be the tip of the right-hand stroke of @ 2 [, the start of a stroke rising to right, possibly a
damageda 3 [, anupright 4 Jp is certain but may have been cancelled 7 neo is acceptable

“but the surface is damaged and the ink has run; ewo might be possible 8 ][, perhaps the upper

nd of the left-hand branch of » 1, the tip of an upright

Fr. 88 2 The possibility that this is the line of the Philocteles of Aeschylus (fr. 250N2) which
passed into a proverb, &6 odire] plpvew dlvepoc k7., is endorsed by the occurrence of wdota (mAofa or

‘dmhoe) in the next line, but there is no specially close resemblance between the appearance of this
crap and that of fr. 5 above, .
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2257, dmdflectc OF A PLAY, ETC.

The first of the following group of fragments preserves the end of what is evi-
dently the hypothesis of a play, which there is some reason to believe may be the
Alrvaion of Aeschylus. The small distinctive hand, perhaps of the later second
century, in which it is written, is in some of the other fragments associated with
another in a way which makes it tolerably clear that it is employed for annotation.
Of the annotated text only about a dozen letters survive, enough to show that it was
written in a hand, I suppose about contemporary, of the common angular type, but
not to give a clue to the contents. To judge by appearances it is as likely as not that
two or three different rolls are represented in the collection of fragments.

Fr, 1.

1.0 18
T ovadl. 1. 1
1.1 Jvet. [ 1.gp. . mal: I
1.0 Jravef, 1, pe. . [

5 L0 1pl L) efmeancyy 1
1L .16y, e, duvpT [
Lats,...[..). . wpui, 42 [
. 1axNepal Jrskifromporov [
1 ayrounernyiixe] JTarrvnid’rodeuT I
10 1 touBerax™8e] Jorprrovmadivarrmenr’a [
1 wmoravriea, | JovrvoucpTBalleugyin {
] axenymheov] . JpFBavroveuparouccar [
1 kgradouraf 1. mB\mepaive™ [
] ,oe /1o 1

Fr. 1 Below the last line abouf 3 inches of blank papyrus. In the upper part of the fragment the
surface is much damaged and in some patches where the papyrus is intact the ink has disappeared
through rubbing.

FEr.1 5 Apparently the name of Aeschylus or a derivative of it. )

6 seq. elc ABfvac & dedp@y perafifdlerar would be applicable to the FEumenides of Aeschylus,
but I cannot verify this.

7seq. Axdwc pacral is known as the title of a satyr play by Sophocles. Its occurrence here
suggests the possibility that Tpeilec, also known as the title of a play by Sophocles, should be recog-
nized before it. But I can neitheér verify this nor identify as a title what comes between. I could
reconcile the remaining ink in 1. 7 with J8v# rpwi xeda?, ie. Evldvpiov),, Tpowi, Hededoc), who
might be mentioned together as handsome young men, but I can give no account of the two
letters before Tpws, which seern superflucus, or the one after it, which seems insufficient.

Professor Fraenkel suggests to me that the relevance of the Fusmenides and the Ayc\éws épaoral
to the following is that exampies of plays containing changes of scene are being adduced, and hence
the linking by means of ydp,

8 “For in its first act the scene is Aetna.” No trace of ink can be seen after the final p either in or
above the line, but there can hardly be any doubt that pépoc was intended. For the technical use of
this word see Leo, Plautin. Forsch.? 230 and add to his exx. 2086 fr. 1 r. 12. (I have not seen Weis-
singer, Study of Act Divisions in Classical Drama, lowa 1940.)

2257. YHIO®ECIC OF A PLAY, ETC. 67

Jev Ay (hdac) dpafcdral. k{ard) piv) y(ap) vd mpirov pdpoc)

adroi 1) cenqyly G(wdrefilr(a) Alrvn, x{ard) 8(2) 70 Sedr(epov)
10 Zoubia, k{a)r(d) S [7]o Tpitoy mhdw Alrvy, ¢ir’ &-

o radme elfc AcJovrivoue pr{a)Baire kal yi(veran) f

ceni) Aeovl, ], p{e)r(&) & abrov Zvpaxobccar

kal T Aovwd] 1.m 8(a)wepaiver(as),

8¢ (&) To( ).

avrod 8. 7ol Spdparec,

Atrwm: this name might refer either to thé volcano or to the town founded by Hiero of Syracuse
about 476/5 at Catana, of which he transferred the inhabitants to Leontini, or to the settiement at
Inessa founded some fifteen years later by expelled Aetnaeans. We have allusions to and quotations
from a play by Aeschylus—its name is variously recorded but seems to have been Airvaias, and a
false as well as a genuine Aérvafar occurs in the Medicean list of his dramas—which celebrated Hiero’s
foundation and I see nothing which certainly forbids the assignment of our fragment to a hypothesis
of this play. Aetna, Leontini, and Syracuse might well have cecurred in conjunction in such, if it
resembied the Persae in dramatizing contemporary history.

1o Zovfia: according to Philistus (ap. Steph. Byz.) wddic ZixeMlac, according to Diodorus (v 8) 4
mepl Totc Aeavrivouc ydipe.

elr’ 8¢, wwrd 76 TérapTov,

12 Aeov[,, ]: this must be presumed to represent a proper name (since with a2 common noun the
article would be expected) and to specify some spot in or about Leontini, ‘The name might, of course,
consist of two words, in which case Aeoy{ might be and perhaps is even likely to be Aeop[r{lvew),
foliowed perhaps by a (masculing) common noun. '

12 seqq. perd 8 alrdv x7A, I take this to signify: In the fifth act the scene is Syracuse at some
locality in which the remainder of the action takes place,

To judge by éc the word ending in ], must be & maseuline with nominative in -ne. Professor
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i ement [&v rae Teuerl}rne, o quarter of Syracuse mfent1oned by Thucy-
gifg;foE(rC]f‘r%};&;;f- %)yi‘.lpigl Te’pevoc[). Ir does not scem o me SO na!:ur,al an_mterlzretg_tlton ;:aff the
ink as Ju, but the viver Havraxdne would haé'dly 21: d'escrébed asa flocgg:ie?tr;jgm too far distant from

i it to be described as having Syracuse for 1 . i .
Syraf: :ilf(geicgg;lvgsatllﬂx:; ihe five divisions mentioned by the sméfecic are rea} ‘acts betweendwfhlch
the stage must have beén empty while the performers were conceived of as being transpoll_flte Arnlrjn
place to place. It is known that there was an ancrent theory that a play had five ac'tg_gfa.g.th Dtr.’t P
189, Marc, Aur. xii 36). Whether this clear exer'nphﬁcatllon is in favour of the posmhllliy dat;m sst
play of Aeschylus which is in question or makes it more likely that something of much later da

be looked for, I am not competent to discuss.

Fr. 2.

Lo [

} F’O’L . exmep|

L
]vu:-rréﬂ we.l
koI

] molouvree
] emvrmeuvolnf
1 ovfowevar]
Fr. 2 1 1., the lower part of an upright descending weil below the line .
Fr. 2 Note below . 2. In strictness must mean évica” ére. Above ¢ what appears to be an isofated
¢ in the same hand as the rest of the notes.

Fr. 4.
Fr. 3. . . .
‘ moss
I 1 vog
] wdakou [ . . .
an.{ Fr. 6
12 @ .0
I A
. . ¢ . 1.0
' Leel loc.I
Fr. 5 Joueal  Junr L
Jracyarl x..[ 1.mafol
] wossd 5 Ipsl  Pemml
1 ewacl foml 1.
]l\fm[{ 1 ¢ B
.
' 10 .
Fr. 1. - .
Fr. 6 The horizental relation of (2) and (5)
‘] L . is fixed by the cross-fibres. T think it probable
. [ that the two fragments actuatly touch in 1. 2 and
Iy that no complete letter is missing between them

It in 1L 24

At
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Fr. 8.
lpo™
1.2
1n
L

Fr. 8 1 1, a cross-stroke, turning slightly upwards, coming from left at about mid-letter 2
ar could beread 3 Perhaps it Le, u{&)q

2258. CALLIMACHUS.

_ The source of the following fragments was a manuscript of codex form containing
“poetical works of Callimachus, accompanied by explanatory matter. There are
dentifiable parts of Hymns i-iv and vi, a prose argument of the Hecale, Books ITT and
perhaps IV of the Atna, Bepeviiene mhdrapoc, Coafilou viey. The argument of the
Hecale, and therefore presumably the Hecale itself, follows immediately on Hymn vi;
he Cwcfiov vikn follows immediately on the Bepeviknc mAdrapoc. Otherwise I see
othing to indicate the arrangement of the book nor indeed to show whether only one
ook is represented. Various arrangements,? differing from each other and from that
-found here, are attested and it is not necessary to suppose that there was a canonical
rder.

{A) Hymns and arg. Hecale. The text of the Hymns brings no such surprises by
_way of addition or omission as are found in 2225-6. Apart from errors of a minor sort,
-'_there appear to be serious mistakes at i 59 and iii 27-8. Of variants there may be
-signalized two where conjectures of modern scholars are certainly supported (ii 2 and
10); a third is perhaps to be inferred (vi 128). On the other hand, {lero 2225 is not
_confirmed at iv 161. At iv 243 the optative is not obviously an improvement on the
‘indicative, but at vi 133 ifapdv is a choicer word than ixavdy. There may be something

f significance at vi 130 but I am uncertain how to interpret the ink. '

I call attention to the fact that no part of Hy. v has been identified.

(B) Aéra. Thereis apparently a variant by which a quotation is supported against
book text, fr. 2 front 3.

(C) Bepevixne mAdkapoc and Cecifilov vixy, These two pieces, and to a considerable
xtent the same parts of them, also occur, but without the copious commentary,
the first in P.5.I. 1092, the second in 1798. This manuscript contains one major
rror, the complete omission of a verse in the Cweffov viky between fr. 2(a) back r5-16.

: 1 dupyicerc (PRIMI 18): Abna, Bepevlioge wAdkopoc {apparently treated as the last alriov of
Aér. 3), "lopfou . .. Hecale, Hiymns {i, ii, apparently incomplete).

. 1011: dirwe (apparently no Bepevixnc wAdkapoc, but it might have been lost in the gap
before fol. 2), "Taufot . . .

- Epig. ap, Wilamowitz—Moellendorff, Call. hy. ef epig.: Hymns i—vi, Hecale, Al . . . .

1793: Bepeviuye mAdiapoc (if the identification is correct), unknown poem mentioning Magas
nd Berenice, Cocfiov vixy.

Marianus (teste Suid.): Hecale, Hymns, dine . . ..

The order in the third and fifth of these witnesses is not necessarily of evidential valze.

CROME =G,

yer .
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The variants AoxpiSoc: Aoxpucdc are now attested in the place corresponding to
Catull. Ixvi, g4. There also seem to be variants at fr. 2 front 10 = 1783 vii 3, as there
are {though of no particular significance} at fr. 2z back 14 = 1793 vi 1 and fr. 2 front
14 = 1798 vii 7.

It is hardly possible to judge of the quantity or the quality of the notes on the
Hymmns, though those on ii 4 and 33 display some learning beyond the extant scholia,
but those on Bepevirne mdrapoc and CecyBiov vixy are both plentiful and, as it appears,
competent, Apart from simple glosses, they afforded—in their present condition they
are unfortunately often themselves not readily comprehensible—sufficient factual
information and interpretation to illuminate at any rate a large number of the ob-
scurities of these difficult compositions. Attention may be drawn to new quotations
from Alcman and an unidentifiable astronomical poem.

Some fresh light is thrown by the new part of the Bepevinnc mAdrapoc on the
relation of Catulius’ translation to the original. I should judge that it is now evident
that it is impossible to depend on the Latin, which too often, asat 1l 45, 67 seq., 72, 77,
8o-fin. recedes far from the Greek. On the contributions of the Greek to the correction
or elucidation of the Latin others must pronocunce.

I have appended a number of fragments containing writing (large and small) in
the same hand, which I believe are likely to come from the Callimachus. There are
others which I have collected but do not publish here, because I can make out con-
tinuously too little for it to be worth while. In regard to both sets I emphasize that,
even if there is no mistake about the identification of the hand, another author may
be represented. _

The manuscript, as has been said, was a codex. As far as I see the only evidence
about its make-up is as follows. C consists of a pair of conjugate leaves having front,
back, back, front in immediate succession, that is, either forming the centre of a
quire or themselves constituting a whole quire. A frr. 5-8 are parts of leaves having
front, back, back, front, front, back, back, front in immediate succession, an arrange-
ment compatible with either of the collations which can be deduced from C.

Each page contained one column of text and there is a fair amount of evidence in
favour of twenty-three lines as the normal complement of the column (see A frr. 1,
z, C), but there was certainly some irregularity (see A frr. 3, 5-8), of which we cannot
gauge the kind or extent (columns beginning at different levels, A fr. 6; a whole verse
omitted, C fr. 2 back}. '

Accompanying the text were notes in the same hand written smaller, a few placed
between the lines, the bulk in the margins above and below as well as to right and
left. They were articulated vertically by a short dash above the first letter of each
note and a middle dot at the end, horizontally by the sign :— at the end, Internally
a diagonal stroke separates the lemma from the comment. But the principle does not
seem to have been carried out everywhere with complete consistency.

2258, CALLIMACHUS 71

: The side notes will as far as possible have been placed abreast of the verses to
which they refer but pressure on the space has sometimes cansed them to be displaced
_downwards, a special case of this being where the short lines of the last note on the
left of a column are continued as long lines underneath the column. In this case there
may be interlocking, that is, the upper lines of the notes below the column may refer
to verses lower in the column than the lower lines of those notes, There is also over-
.lapp}'_ng, that is, notes in different margins refer to the same verse. What with one
thing and another the disposition of the commentary is not apt to afford unequivocal
guidance in the assignment to their places in the text of the lemmata which it contains
or refers to.

+ The hand, the same in the notes as in the poetic text, but smaller, is of the
so-called Coptic type. Another example of the use of such a hand for a literary text
is in Annali d. R. Scuola norm. di Pisa, Ser. ii, vol. vii, fasc. 1. Tt resembles that of
P. Grenf, ii 112 (New Pal. Soc,, pl. 48), which on internal evidence can be dated with
considerable probability in one of the years A.D. 482, £77, 672, or g15. The comparison
with P. Berol. 10677 (Schubart, Pap. gr. pl. 50), which is fairly securely dated in the
first quarter of the eighth century, suggests the choice of the seventh-century alterna-
tive. But it is to be said that the style, which became stereotyped, is certainly found

{at any rate in Coptic MSS.) very much later and I do not think the possibility that it

arose very much earlier can beruled out. A datein the neighbourhood of A.D. goo or of
A.D. 6oo would appear on general grounds to be more acceptable than one in the neigh-
bourhood of A.D. 700 for the copying in Egypt of a Callimachus of this amplitude.
The same scribe appears to be responsible for at least one other manuscript, an
Apollonius Rhodius, but I cannot affirm that there may not be others to identify.
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A

Py &5,
Hymmn !
Fr.: Back
(@) e
53 Juxeon|
TreBocend| -
Joperetl  (B) .
Jrnfncag] Bero|
Frewds| Jaccaoma]
Jeywerr[ Tyyeveecn|
JreMramap]
Tox| Loyl
Front (@) ] ] . '
56 Joscrol
Wexrran|
@ . . . Jol.]J8oracoy
Tpecs| Jocovdeva]

Jrokawcd| Trkpwao]
Trodeetip] leper!
Peece| Jeoe]

. -

Fr. 1 Two detached fragments containing (on the back) parts of il. 53-9 and (on the front) parts
of 1L, 76-82 of Hy. i. Since lines 53 and 76 are in corresponding positions on opposite sides of the leaf

a colamn of 23 lines is prima facie implied. But the irregularity in frr. 58 (q.v.) shows that such
calculations may be illusory.

Fr. 1 59 odpavée otk dndympay Exew émdalcov olxov: the papyrus apparently had not this and I
suspect that 1. 36 (which contains Crifya) accounts for whatever was written. Ll 36 and 59 may well
have occupied corresponding positions in consecutive columns,

1 guess that the interlinear note said: “They did not grudge but conceded . . ",

14 seqq. Before ug part of an upright, ylaupe not suggested For Aef perhaps Aex{
For at, perhaps on

2258, CALLIMACHUS

73
Hymn IT
Fr.z Front
(@) S
Jovore| (&)
ad
Jovohovrop( LI
Pymovral Lom [
loacemepevee] Jod] Ipowi ] [ levin{
i,'spocyapuwe]([ Py "'EP'I*[. ‘e .]Q”CSE.[
5 e orexvrvocery| Be edg )L néwe|
Trurhawy [ Yeomopmo [
JraToynecavar)] 1vpacor
Iy iBecemefeot| Jnaromy
Jupokmprenaiocy] Jprovacte
Jevovmavridae] J-adX ocricecBAoc
10 Bevpeyacovrocel (B} . . [dehirocexemwoc Mt [
F
et weraepyerar] Juelll  Imorediror mapaddin
JewwrrndauicDaf Junl  Jpoviywoc —
TpoiBovrovcmadace] el  Juncavroc ;ﬁ:;ﬂ[[
JeAeetpertovaryal lrexeperclon aTetmi]

15 Irnéewderorenyo] 1Pepecblorc ZEI 'jw:;;g[
Tryacapnyre] Jocovser’aepyoc [ Revors]
Tevdmpeer’ ai] Jgotbn [ ]EE}?E'L.[‘ [

}LBOL yeAw]
} { oni..[
: wheros [

Fr. 2 Three detached pieces containing {on the front) parts of 1. 1-18 and (on the back) parts of

1. 24~40 of Hy. ii. Tt would he impossible to tell that L 1 was the first of a column but 1. 24 plainly is
so, The front therefore prima facie contained 23 fines

Marginalia. A4 3 seqq. ror far the first = perhaps = possible, for the second perhaps v Ad

Ad 18 seqq.
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Back
{c) ' (@)
Jew. i }XGVC’UC’?C{
] Jncfeon. L Jewvepelew| 25
o Juaxl Pipayou]
ocTice] Ieaeomodeovyrayod

rovyapo| J.omiowarabvpoy]
Tepmcetd] lyap emediidefrocn]

Tew] ], , afiwerovamod oud’aoyopo| 1Bovedpevpovornul 30
].} UWGL?TT“C‘IET; -[X; - ecriyapevy]  heov,ovpeagoBoval
............ SRR IS oxrew o[
1./ xpucearom|  Imror evdutovyTen|

+ T[-]T”‘f?’”‘g‘f’m‘ JpyTiecor

Bypmrpiavre eye
1.0 yvpvovaeppa

1

nredvgp | (B) | Johvkriovmredap]
xpuee|  Jmed]  lmoAvypucocyapamo)]

Tocuadou, couft ravgoy] Javod] |fwwmikererumparo 35
1. . amoMaroc watpey] o[ Jaeweoc,ovmoredoPol
l?tl"”;f’["?:?ﬂ;’qamm Ondere] . |mxvoocndvlemapera]
ol e wbeo Jof 1L vewehais |
L.Llee Aol Peor ovdgmo] Jewefeipon |
Wavr] S IR
leyopec

.

Marginalia. Ad 25 poy[ possible but not verifiable  Ad 30 The third line might begin ricar
Aeyoe but other combinations offer themselves Ad 33 In the second line there seems never to have
been any writing to left of what is now visible. I do not recognize the purpose of the horizontal stroke

Fr. 2 Text

2 olaly Sdov v.1. olja 8 Sdov cum cod. Taur. (teste Nigra): olo 8 Shov

5 re: de :

6 Gupdaww v.1, muddwr: mudday, but upder in the quotation Schol, K Theoc, xi 12.

7 émelt 8 ydp

paxpivi paxpdv, The correction had been suggested.

8 oct de

élvrirache: -vecle

9 Gerect Grac

o iJ3er: BBne. The reading of the papyrus had been conjectured.

35 swcal ool tuerélaroc: ral ve modvar. There may be the left-hand end of a hyphen below the first o,

36 wal pév: wof kev (cal pov E). The correction had heen proposed.

37 HAvbe: GAfe

38 1 cannot verify Aef]f{o]ucev. The trace above the general level, which represents the next letter
but one before v, does not particularly suggest g, but this may be the result of damage.

2258, CALLIMACHUS 75

Marginalia

Ad 3seqq. & df{Mee[dothf. Theopompus is presumably the historian. There is no reference to
this famous tree in his extant remains.

Sup. 5 A#déNAwvoc

Ad 18 xedd[vy and wefdpa, in reference to yéhue, v, 16, may be recognized.

Ad 25 Perhaps xaxdv Elpyov elme . . . Beopayleiv, but the ink does not much favour ove

Ad 31 Clearly 7ic dv [o]d padlusc rdv AndMava Spveln; But what follows escapes me.

Ad 33 Evidently a parallel to deppa. dupmp was the name of a poem by Philitas and may wel
have been the name of another by Phili(sjcus, of which part has reappeared (Stud. It. Fil. Cl. N.5. v 87,

“ix 37). Ishouid guess that the first, which was in elegiacs, was quoted here, though I cannot interpret

what is left well encugh to rule out the second, which was in choriambic hexameters.

Sup. 33 Klpyprexov
Ad 39 No doubt crdlovedy), though T cannot identify it in detail, followed by Mn(ec): [EPNashor

Ad 41 CT]U."V(;VEC

‘ Hymn I1?
Fr. z(d} Front Baclk
?-Blank ? Blank

Lef
J;:;;‘ia% 1. .ogeay [

Tepyery] ]wo‘l'u;e;r[l:_

jtraces [ Lrovie [

5 ] traces [ 5 3. ."jmf'{

' ' , 1L

Fr. 2 (d) is associated with those certainly containing parts of hy, ii on the strength of the
correspondence of 1L 2—3 of the front with extant scholia on hy, ii 2z and 26, But it does not resemble
2{a)—(c} in appearance, I cannot attach it, and there are the further objections that verses zz and 26
would have been in this codex on different sides of the page and that there is no certain identification

_ of the contents of the back.

Front 2 [, not A (i.e. &')\yca).nor v (i.e. dvri 708), but perhaps =, 7, or ¢
Back 2 For s perhaps y After y apparently the end of a cross-stroke as of wor = 4 [, 7

: :: perhaps the upright of « 5 .[, the left-hand arc of & circle

Front 2 dveBdAlerwrs dwepriferar Schol, v. 22,
3 Pacdfje vdu Hrodepalon 76 Foepyérge Schol. v. 26,

Back 2 Ruear- apparently ruled out,
3 6] or d]monifler] possible but there are alternative articulations.
4 Not apparently movdvsréavoc, v. 35, possibly a form of Adweroc, v. 33.

Hymn IIT
Fr. 3 {a) Tront _ Back
. b B
Jeou] 28 leyel

Bl Jew|
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L 36 g

iz 1. Jewer]
Jicear| : Jocfu]
Jeersa| Jone]

Fr.4 Front
I
Jpout8exf
Javyapadkg]
85) ' 1.xuxdwme [

L [
Trevdarad]

Joov T

.
]

5
(87

Back
L.l
].rauna f
(113)  Jrepofoxo” /L
Tro Rodn [
blank

Fr. 3 contains {on the front) parts of 1. 2-4, 12-14, and (on the back) parts of 1l. 28—, 36-9 of
hy. 1ii, L1, 3 and 28, 13 and 38 are in corresponding positions, so that a column of 25 lines is prima
facie implied. But the line corresponding to 2 is certainly not 27 and appears to be zo {d]v8pav),
though obviously on any distribution by which 3 and 28 are brought on to opposite sides of the leaf
2z and 20 must, barring error, fall on the same side. Another perplexing observation is that the parts
preserved on the back of (z) appear to have a different relative situation to the parts preserved on
the front of {¢) from that which the parts preserved on the back of () have to the parts preserved
on the front of (8)

Fr. 4 contains (on the front) notes referring to IL. 85 and 87 and (on the back) to L 113.
Front 2 Perhaps xdripos iduxdc, or the like, in a note on pdvor ddroc, 1, 84.
4 xelv Kbredwmed, possible but not verifiable.
7 clxvAaxac, 1. 87.

Back 4 Not dd{wr)

2258. CALLIMACHUS

Hymn IV
r.5 Yront
130 Trovep|
Jorock]
Jreirq[
Josapn[
e
Back
158 ]X[
Jeccdd]
1o
Jereroy]
Jo[ 11
Fr.6 Back

69 Jmoy]
Ibopéor]_ ], . [
Jurorefuvdcriced]
Ipov ommdravouy]
Jpue] Jowee]
M b

.

Front
166 ]'rocawéfpexovewa]_
TevBomberq
Jeopl  1.[
Pl M

77
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Fr. 7 {a) Front

23'2 j???[ .

ov]
JeorAnf]
froopl
)] Front- .
2;10 ' . ]wﬁn[
Tererer|
lecuoyeo]
}wm'rou_s[
T8 ou]
Ind
Fr.y (a) Back ' ' . '
260 }8[
Jol. JeAd
Jprocedal
Jexbe]
(b} Back o
268 jere[
Jover]
TiceraudAN
Jereyaiw]
Jirprry. [
N érem|
¥r, 8 Back

282 . }o;éx[
Jotrcad]

- 2258, CALLIMACHUS 79
Front

N
308 }ore@?][

Jove]

Frr. 5-8 There is an inexplicable irregularity about the distribution of the Lnes.

196 is cleatly the top of a colurnn but 171, which corresponds to it, has parts of two lines above,
so that the columns evidently started at quite different levels on the opposite sides of the page. The
correspondence of 130 to 159 implies prima facie a eolumn of 29 lines, the correspondence of 232 and
: 240 to 260 and 268 respectively a column of 28, and the correspondence of 282 to the space between
: go7-8 a cotumn of 25-26. The complement of 25 appears to be found in fr, 3, of 23 is almost certainly

found in fr. z and apparently in fr. 2. It looks as if there may have been a progressive increase and
then a reduction, but the peculiarities of fr, § are a warning that the explanation may be much less
* simple
Frr. 5-8

132 7[: v equally possible; either, I think, more probable than €, though I cannot rule this out.

159 wacc.t mave. ; mace, Lasc. and now also 2225,

180 I cannot verify wy and without guidance should have suggested & or A for the second letter,
There appear to be traces suggesting acute accents over the first and third letters.

161 tkero: tlero 2225,

170 [afv acceptable but o8 dees not, follow immediately though I could reconcile it with the traces
i which stand at about one letter’s interval after the presumed ». ‘

171 kove! woTE

196 To all appearances the top of the column. See introductory remarks. .

157 There is some scattered ink before *e which I cannot identify with any particular letters.

243 ?rfx?'m.e{v: rixTovew

244 ¢ adscript is not expected but if ‘Acrepily was written the cross-stroke has completely vanished.

272 There is apparently ink after the last 7 of wpsfry and the o itself has an anomalous appearance,
Without guidance spfmo] might well be read,

3068 Above this verse I can recognize no letters cerresponding to the end of 304, but neither do the
traces convey the impression that they belong to a note.
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Hymn VI

Fr.g Front
(@

].7ad.. Jrogopovepepe]
Thercvod], Jporxpreemae]
o[ IearBerriovefopevadi
Jrprrarmamcueyudag, of

5 1, vewrac Jrgpelyrovral
I I R A
IR
@ . . .
125 : Jrowaar]
xedaac]
Jovoux]

@ . . . . .
() 1l ,

Juecg] Jempurary
130 ]acSGT[ 1.5"701'”'1”5{
. Jarewrepatarr]
' InTweyepaxar!
lecifapovyovv.g]

IR

d aoments containing (on the front) parts of 1L 12534 of hy. vi preceded in
the tﬂ;;alr-‘g(}iﬁrs;tg;?: ((i)gragnote or notes on Il 127-31, and (on the back) parts of an arglirr;?nrii
of the Hecale. T cannot by means of the external indications bring them méc_)ffprecESF re at;lot
to each other, though I think that the relation of (b) and {d) cannot be much different from tha
shown. It is to be noted that 2226 omits 1L 138-37

Tront Upper margin 1 ],, an upright 2z v, 127 3 &opev suggests that the text had a
future 4 ya[or ral 7 1am uncertain whether the traces are ink

Fr. 9 Front .

128 &oper mg.: wocaipecho, mucevp. Meineke. )

130 Above the first o ink which may represent a ¢ircu
_text hand which may be ..
: H Dins -Bol - o .

ig; :’Ing;;zl:Jl%‘?cavé: mtl‘he v.}. apparently means here ‘Hvely, active’. Usually elsewhere it is not
used with a physical reference but as ‘cheerful’, ‘pleased’, or the like,

milex ; between « and ¢ an insertion by the

2258, CALLIMACHUS 81
Argument of the Hecale

@ . . @
Jwxeop] Jvel
jeoopl
@  lmepa] @ . .
Lor AL ' 1.0

Fr.g Back

5 percmepare T Joun]|
Jrmerpugs | L.yen{
L.ovral ], ppay vrog
JrAapBavovcyd

], xovexadnc.a]

10 RN

Fr. 9 Back 7 fefrof, or dufipoy, wa T]appayérroc
8 wuxroc élmirapBarvodone

9 olinor "Exdiyec
Fr. 1o Front Fr. 10 Back

.

To.e
1¢lleol
1. exopord{

]gg’l:lTOUCﬂ,[
] £

ol In..L
1 i

. .

Fr. 10 Front The general appearance is not unlike that of fr. g and there is a reasonable possi-

~ bility that in L. 3 of the upper mg. KaA\{yopor ¢[péap should be recognized. {yrofica in the next }Hne

is in harmony with the implication of this and I cannot say that Jéee is an impossible interpretation
of the traces in the top line of the text, which may therefore be hy. vi 7. If so, it will be observed
that its relation to 1. r25 {fr. 9 front} implies a column of nearer 30 than 23 verses.

Fr.1ix Front | . Back ] .
loo., [ _ 1.L1.f
Jpocour] S
] [ éiaut;voc[[
J.awepe [ 5 ovbycg
]w.:.;.[ Trovp [
1. ' Traptal

Fr. 11 Perhaps to be assigned to the Hecale (see comm. on back 3 seq. below). It is to be noted
that the remains of the commentary on the back start a good deal higher than those on the front.
The sequence of the sides is not determinable, ’

G




82 ' NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS

Tront Text 1 3, the lower part of an upright The second letter after o is represented by what
might be the foot of € or ¢ and this is followed by the lower parts of two uprights

Marg. z ]., pethaps « but the surface is damaged [, an upright with foot hooked to right

Back 1 For ¢ perhaps p or ¢

Back 3seq. If ¢ 4ifyetc and ITardlovor are Lo be recognized, there is a fair likelihood that the
. note refers to something in the Hecale, Alyéoc in Callim. fr. 53 (no doubt rightly assigned to this
poem}, Alyée in the Vienna fragment i 5 {no. 34 Pf.) are other cceurrences of the name,
5 arxoMeuflycgf, or some other form of this verb, probable,

Alr, y
Fr.x Front
[
JLan{
. Jeyewerf Apoc Jéyar- 7l 8¢ cow Tovd’ eméfnra hoBov; '
Jeda [
Back
5 Yoo dpcen 7w 78Aw maidt by dpgi)falAet.
Jeyeo] "Hpnw vdp woté dace: kdov, wdov, Ueyeol, Aaudpé
In f:;[[ Bupé, «d " delog kal vdmep ol dctly
.80 divao rdpll éver’ olre Befjc (Bec fepla Plpureriic

Fr.1 2], the lower part of an upright 3 Callim, fr. 226 (no. oh PL) 4 1., thetopof an
upright [, two dots, perhaps the tops of uprights; two letters may be represented 5 seqq. 1011
3-6 (9, 3 seqq. PL)

Alr. 8? .

Fr. 2 may be conjecturally assigned to Book IV of the dirie on the ground that
one of the fragments in the hand of P.5.1. 1218 certainly contains parts of that book
(see 2470 introd.), though the argument is a weak one. Frr. 3—4 are associated here
with fr. 2 simply on the strength of external resemblances.

Fr.z Front '
jve.u. . [ (raedi vepofvcapepoc)
1. .perde [ (ajpepeAref[owvamopeccaSa,
Jumpreep] | lnypetewimehiov)
}KTﬂPfchlﬁac . [
Jeoollel
lL...Bal

Lol Led® . D
Traces of two more lines followed by blank papyrus

.-‘ﬂ—— §‘hw;
: ? (Q!T"/' 5%, e

2268, CALLIMACHUS 83

Fr. 2 Front Text 1seqq. P.5.1. 1218 @ 4-0; 3 also Callim. fr. 539 <{efiuoc)> &c Suvfudy elce per’

v’jﬂ\fﬂv

Marg. 2 cpumr would suit but alternative combinations offer themselves [, the top of an upright

with ink going to right, perhaps « or o

Fr. 2 Front Text 3 This MS. appears to have supported the quoted variant per’ (Schol, 11, xi

62) against the other book text, o’

Marg. 1 dvexropina: Bacducatc cf. Od. xv 397.

2 If pifrgp, perhaps referred to in depapéony Call. fr. 246 = P.S.I. 1218 2 2,

Back

L0

TAewcarp]
1. pouyaporle [
l.avres, in(
5 ]evrmfpexg_i
1y Lrevued [
J.Eevoc, da [
1. wevpeyetn [
J..ceal Jvem AL
10 1L L ]xadee |
108 Jowre] ][

Lol el

Fr. 2 Back The notes on this side start well above the level of those on the other.
. 3 .LhmoreT 4 ].,theloop of p or ¢ To right of ¢ some interlinear ink, apparently the right-
hand arc of a small circle 6 ], v, the lower end of a stroke descending from left 9 ],., traces
compatible with ep 7eA) possible  1r }.[ an upright 12 For ¢ perhaps =, for § perhaps A,

though there is the appearance of a base-stroke

10 seq, yadre- suggests {dv}Slclderal

Fr.3 Fromt .
1o[
Jepme [

Ippo [
lel

Fr. 3 Front 2z [, the lower left-hand arc
of a circle 3 .[, the upper left-hand arc of a
circle 4']., the top of an upright [, traces
compatible with the left-hand part of @

Y¥r.4 Front ) .
JoAvee [

Tyvoat
Blank

Back . .
1l
J...of
Jhar]
Jogw..omi
Jomwd
1 .00 [
1.

A

Back z Before o a stroke rising to right
from below the line 4 interl. Possibly mp
mvoyy {on ajurpg(v) but I can verify neither

Back | .
Pege [
Jeypad]

1l
Blank
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10

Oelnc dpvdpeov Slmrep dlé prer i,
(45) (Bloumdpoc Apcwdne; plyrpd c o, rai Sid puéccov

(M[Selww oot vijec] éfncar Abw,.
(7l mAdrapor péfwper] 677 olplen Tola i) pewe
L€ feo[vew ; XahdBwv] e dmdAovre yévoc,
vieud[fler] dvréAdovra Jrxardy Plutdov of puw &b mray
(50) ympd| ot wal Tvmi{wr] ébpacay [Epyaciny,.
dpref v]e drpmTdv pe [klépar mobé{e)c[ilov d[8e Adeal
wal mpbleare [ywrde Méuvovoc Alff)omo ¢
gm0 xlurddicac [Bladia mrepa OfAve [dlimyc,
{mgolc} do,{ dwov] Aorpli _,BLO;: Apcwénce
(53) 1 oce 8,€ mrold]f,. pe 80 Hépa & Sypov dvelrac

Marginalia
Fr. 1 Front .

Left hand mg.  *Apavénc |.vr|-rp(oc) % teard repy €l 3 wev émel foyd ¥ ryp Andpac kat 5 Mdye:
T?]V TOU CLS??POU 7 GVEC[}]V KGKDV 8 l{)U‘ﬂ)V irﬂ'w
* wpbrfare)* cbféwe ©° BaMla Amowcida T BfAuc 3¢ 4MDTRE % 8ld 70 ydmpov 3 wlvolic dwadde
To right of v. 12 8fjhuc dirlne {éerw wal af
Lower mg 4 thuﬂwv o u,[‘rrop\ot‘r(o) yév{oc) /Xahuﬁ(ec) CKUBL(&C) évoc map’ OLC TPOTOLE
ndpétn 5 ep-yacm, Toi [i8]jpov ai fcwe dvreiiler [Mélyerar v TepTEpE T rd meprexyBlear 1 a1 lddpot,
yeus[8(ev) ciplprar x 7ic y{)ci—PBoundploc] Aptw(oq:) / Rovmdpoc & dfedlcnsc] [ 7 APwvi—
kal wpérare yvur{dc) Mépv(ovor) /fva-roc Mépvovoe & Zeq‘.'mpoc, Mépvan| # 1., "Haod{ )-
Aerpaiwt 8" "Hase dvéuov(c] 7[€]re. 1ér pév 1o Mépvovoc
8 ['Hlac 1ére Mépvova yedxoxopveri[y 20 a}pa—mcﬂnva[u} mr{o] Toll Z[}pdpov xal elc rove kéAmouc
TEQT)VU.L 7] 21 :}v qre,uqﬁﬂevroc &fc] $yee av‘rq pv Zepupine émempo [ 22 ]Apcwu{q]
Exer &y AN Elavdpelar yewpiov -re ., pEvoy TeTpal (Aoxpol "Emiledipfo]e elecl, id rodro éxa-
Aetro Aofwlpic.  Averm [

1 1 ¢ ‘Hewd( ) 5; TLBwvmc_

2258, CALLIMACHUS
Fr.1 Front C

[ ' 11
] [ Jrrepd!

Jepewoncunrt [ Tyrpocd]
1 xaramiygmrer . !
1 mevemefuya ;L'Y}[ :!-Eﬁ"?".:g?[
}rnp‘a'rm,u.ucxs. 3 Tm{ }97 oy, [
e evicof Jwcamod]
:.l:'ﬂvrnucts'qpav '}’ELG[ ]ﬂ}[ ]‘(_IKOV(‘,I)[ .
Tyeved] Jvxaxay TTPCU{ ] ucar.mm[ ]€¢paca‘pi:
Ipvrov, mwev: apr | Jeotpumrovuel ]O;meo@ec[_]pva[
Yorebewer 10 Kaupl Jare] pwrocuenvovocal] Jwomroc|

TBadea/mowida,  YT]. Jordwcad] JeMamrepafipdue] e [

Torhucbeaur, T ol Jolen] | Pox] Iocapeonc ?Zﬁf;fﬂﬁ[s of
1. areyowipor [ Jacebemvol ] 17 pedimepad’vypovevercag|
Tpevcamadoc )

JeduBuvece] ] o7 ye¥ A yudub cxuﬂugﬂ ectrapotempaTorcnupely [
L epyaciarov [, ] povrgcwcevren of | ], ergromepirepetvromepicin]
Bupwyew|, ., Iyreere, [, =—Bovmop] . Japcs® / BovmopocooBehexd , 1,[
. Joeve—warmporereyvw” pep” S yroror pepvovocoledupocuepva]
1o mee0? ecrparwd’ wegvepo [l Jxerovpevrovpeurovoc ov'[
Joemceo?  Seribeawad] Jwererepeprovayadeoropuer [
J.meclyvel Jonl Trovi] Jb,  ovecercrovenodmoucred varrnd
Jrmendlerroce] Jbpgavay myparlede, ricemmpo [
Jopewg| Jexerevad [ JerSpraywprovre, | | pevoyrerpal
1. .pocemicdup JierarBiarovroexaterod [ Jorcheyers [
1 traces 8, Ledupoc  traces
] traces [

. . . . . . . . . . . .
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Fr.z

NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS

Back
] .
.l Jop, el
Ll DL
L.l lv. Be. ol
] OE ]Bepeve,ox' V,'e'_i:
' Jueperterpepial
5 ] Xeucq] L. el
fe ¢ PevvvopT
1 [ el }j;cc:g:::xvfka:evﬂgtg[
].o7ec [ ]. cepvéen Sedoworr [
... 1 g™
1[.Jere [ 1.0Opucocal, Jepecaldorpo pree |
0 Wowere [ 1, ocel Jex [Jo ML [
Trad[ JuorrocompSedl Ipsryapwoc| . ]vefcewncf:z;[ qsliegr‘:[“[
lexaddesropudncovieriBifouer] }i’;;f:;;:if:’;gzﬁzg
Ipcamomap| Jevmpevor’sperimod ] Irewrassrved
1. xBeraremernied

- M Joyvpauceuovrovkomedaveapvpan] 1 EEETELTS

1., . Takoucreovemarodewvicaryer Ipscratmorneaprrmapar 1, 0ad vmapdo |
letrncaprrovieyaraciended, ifcotkevasrovmionap®ia [ Jocympadiar, [
1. acrepockerchoncabandiogd [, Jor, mey, dopevwmpor] Jwou”, M [
1. pdavecal Jrpovoppar’emcr. ]. ncarTac], Joeccavapaf(, ] grapamar [
Inecrafigusyvrgmoddodiwce, Tep, capds . Hopcecrypomavarap, [
1. .FlrapBevocovreteovracamonpoler,  wperrsovpar], Jorodeovrocemapane] ], . [
1.. merSeotgyysBowrycaprrova, [ ] omewmvyor,  eyacyooma
Jeorrop ][ Jwap e BrarororBoa], ,  Juer avrovavaredhew [
Jrocovrogpaparpovacif Jepmcdery wwl 1 vmorrf] Jocamor|
], vercavoyiov —mpoclepepepyope, . [ 1. ome, , wowmp [
Lergear].]. Apewyreduceccavare)] Juevyappomdarattnpf
lideperef, ] veapuppicnpeprarmolarodamemmned™™ /]
] traces [

2258, CALLIMACHUS 8y

Jtboc eic kéA[wouc Ensee
abth] pr Zedupiric émt xpéol
Joveomrérov varéric af
lpn) vipdne MuveolBoc of
(60) Joc avbpeimore potvov ém [
v év moAdeccw apifintoc dAN[
leviketoc kadéc éyas mAdkau]
JAovduevdy pe map” afaf

ev dpyalote derpoy
LEV Gy P

T I T
N N e e e e S

. . . . . . . . . . . .

1.0 "L jeondyde
1ol ] ‘
| Xeuea] Lo
(70} 1. L el ]
C 7 .. Jroréenle olriic €piger

Bobc Emoc .0 10 1B
1.0eAe [ ], Bpdcoc d[cr)épec dAas

Jowae [ ococo] free [Jo
(75) 0b] Tdd[e] pot Toccivde Plelper xdpw Scfcoly relimc

deydMew ropudic odrén Bifdperoc,
fj¢ drmo, map[flevin pév 67 fv &n, moM[a wé|mewxa
M]d, yovacelwy 8 odx dmédavea plpwy

Marginalia

Fr.1 Back

Right-hand mg. Parts of 6 lines not consecutively legible, then

7 mpdjebe piv dpx(opev ) with parts of 2 lines to its right, then 1 Juepwiie lc(ndpepiofs 1 Ewller
dve 12 reddovr,, 13 Yepwie Swher Buvors] I T'HcloBoc dwr( ) war’ edBelofv IS 32 Suvorr [ 16 Boiic
Eroc /vdpicu(a) 17 & biBocar of Phufa 18 poderec: 19 Bix{ ) ap [ - 2° ob 7[4]8e paft 3T roccijvie)
dépai] 22 o]0 TocoBrov, Plyeir), ¢ mAdwap(oc) 23 yldpwr Exer 6ri & obpalvii # dorew Scfov 28 dyferar
T kel o 28 Ay copmedy |

Lower mg, .

27 ], r(we) dwoverdov, dmel 6 Adwr mamper[élpcrar Smd v Hprror Aparfoc] moc(cdt 8 da’
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If C fr, 2(B) is correctly located, and the evidence both external and internal makes this, in my
judgement, certain, it wili hardly be questioned that the end of the Com_a Be:femces is to be recognized
in the verses, which precede the beginning of the Cwcfilov pixy, contained in the upper part D:E fr. 2
back. Fr. 2 back, therefore, follows fr. 1 back. At what interval? If we make the Latin version of
Catullus the basis of calculation, there were 16 verses (corresponding to 79-g4) after the last on fr, 1
back up to and including the verse containing the mention of Aquarius and Orion, which is the sixth
extant on 1. z back, ¥f they were all in this copy, 10 must be supposed 1951: before the first extant on
fr. 2 back, which would then have contained a column of 32 Hnes.! This is a highly improbable hypo-
thesis. It is an easy reckoning that fr. 1 back contained enly 23 lines to the column (namely, those
corresponding to 56-64, of which the Greek is actually found in P.S.I_. 1092, 13-21, together with those
corresponding to 65-6, to which there are references in the marginalia of this copy, though they
themselves survive neither here nor in P.S.1. 1092, and those corresponding to 67-48, represented by
the verses still extant on {r. 1 back), and there is other evidence for this complement. If fr. 2 baci
contained approximately the same,? we are driven to the conclusion that in this manuseript there
were 10 fewer verses between the last on fr. 1 back and the sixth on fr. 2 back than there are in the
Latin between 78 and g4, Their absence may be due to mere accident, but since there is in any case
the difference between Catullus and this manuscript that in the one the poem ends with the Aquarius-
(rion verse whereas in the other there are two more verses after it, it may be explicable by the
existence of alternative conclusions. However that may be, my view shortly stated is that fr. 1 back
and fr, 2 back were consecutive conjugate leaves and that no complete line is lost between the last
of the one and the first of the other.

Fr. 1 Front. Text 2 @elpe duv. ex Suid. suppl. Pleiffer 2-13 P.S.L 1092, 1—12, of which the
supplements are adopted except where others are specified 6 seq. Call. fr. 35¢ 7 ymo- PSI
1002, 6 g [v] my supplement 12 Aoxpiwoc P.3.1. 1092, 11, elocridicos O, G (di &) Catulli, Le.
Locricos, Locridis variants, Adx]pic mg, 23 13 .[.], the first letter represented by the lower part of
an upright; if it was narrow and followed by a narrow letter, [..} might be written; thus {cn], for
instance, would be possible but 4{pw] not., See app. crit. on mg, 20 Between  and g I should have
guessed ¢ rather than o but the traces are very much confused

Marginalia 1 pyr® is very uncertain as a reading, and there may be more ipk to its right 4 I
do not think that ~ (i.e. ecrw) can be recognized in the trace between pand a 13 mlvolic s a strange
word to find in the interpretation of a gloss, being itself a rare word, but I see nothing more likely
14 Or Crofdfs{dv) 16-17 Perhaps A[éper 8¢ 7ov Ajfuw 18 Hes. @coy. 378 A_fter Mépvovoc a
monogram apparently consisting of ¢ with a long ¢, surmounted by o, through the middle 19 Hes,
Beoy. 684 20 dlpr not satisfactory, what is interpreted as a trace of the loop of p being rather
higher than the level expected, and 4pm cannot he accommodated in the text (see above), but I can
suggest nothing more likely 22 After re apparently ¢, but T am not sure of the trema, of which the
right-hand dot would have to be supposed iost; next prima facie §, followed by two uprights and
what resembles the middle part of g having lost its feet. I can make no suitable word and some of
what T have taken for ink may be pits in the surface of the papyrus. 1 do not think it was simply
TeTpoppevoy Terpal puevoy wWritten twice 24 Zédupoc occurs again towards the middle of this line,
otherwise T can make out only a few disconnected letters

Fr. 1 Back, Text For the ¢ verses which presumably stood at the top 9f this column see P.S.IL
1092, 13-21, in which T have inserted the supplements afforded by th.e marginalia of our M5, .
3 At the beginning of this verse mpdcfe uév épyoper- to be supplied? See mg. 7, 36 4 Jvof

! It is hardly necessary to mention the possibility that a leaf (or more} is lost between fr. 1
back and fr, z back. For in that case the Coma must have ended within it and the verses at the
top of ir. 2 back represent the end of another piece. Though %t istrue thatin 1?9§'there does appear
to be another piece hetween the Coma (i{ it is rightly recognized in 1793 cols. i-ii) and the Cwcifiov
wixn, 1o one is likely {0 be disposed to accept the hypothesis that it, too, concluded with a verse
mentioning Aquarius and Orion, . i . .

2 It cannot have contained exactly the same, barring error, since the metrical snocession
precludes the addition of a single line. But error there is {between Il. 15 and 16) and the correction
of it (by the insertion of 1798 vi. 3) makes up the required number.
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possible but Je,of not ruled cut 5 1 cannot satisfactorily combine the traces at the end. The first
two letters might be ap, the fourth o, before v perhaps ¢, ¢, ot o g Before 4 perhaps the foot of an
upright 10 After « an upright on the edge of the break 11 The ink does not suggest € (in pe)

either in the text or in the marginal note; o would be more satisfactory in hoth places

Marginalic 1z Perhaps -v~ [, ie, -t [ 14 a” would naturally mean dvr(i 7o5) but T am not

" sure that here it may not stand for de{a)r(edlovr-), see comm. 19 ix{ ) presumably a lemma

(déscerpent, Catnllus) though not followed by the wsual diagonal stroke aped ] is the prima facie
probable interpretation of the ink, but I can make nothing of it 26 The last letter looks most
like ¢ or ¢ 27 Arat. Paw, 148 (where the best tradition is mecct § dmicBorépocct) 28 PArat,
@uev. 145 compared with 253 29 Between ov” and A what looks like a shallow « followed by a
convex ¢ or shallow ¢ followed by a diagonal stroke sloping down from left to right, which is given the
appearance of y by a long dingonal stroke starting in the following line and rising from left to right
30 Jepg not suggested  Befare n» what looks Iike the base of a circle  After wav prima facie e 31
of or oy suggested 34 Last letter w or + 34-5 Something like hwe Hxpovoc & Odpalude a6
Before w the lower part of an upright descending below the line I am not sure how far the lemma
starting with updefe extends but I am disposed to see in the ink immediately before xowne the upper
end of the diagonal stroke marking its conclusion. If the letter after me was p—and the trace of ink
appeats to be compatible with the top left-hand part of this letter—I should be inclined to propose
peromwp ~, but I am quite unable to verify this

Fr. 2 Back. Text 4 [, theleft-hand arc of a circle, I believe ¢ rather than ¢ 5 [, the upper
part of an upright swinging slightly to right as it descends; there may be a trace of 2 horizontal
stroke going to right from its top 6 [, 8 or A suggested 1,, the right-hand end of a horizontal
stroke on the line, ?§ 8 [, the left-hand end of a cross-stroke, e.g. », = ]..... [, the combination
of the traces is uncertain; jue, [ might be suggested but the first « would apparently have some un-
explained ink at the upper end of its right-hand stroke ; another possibility would be J¢ {or some other
letter containing an upright), «(e, ), [ After v 2 dot level with the tops of the letters, perhaps the
left-hand end of a cross-stroke I0 1,9, 7T 11 After ¢ the lower part of an upright apparently
followed by the foot of a second upright, Between this and o there is room for some two-letter
combinations. Between = and » perhaps the middle part of ¢ 14-20 1793 vi 1-8 15 [, e cannot
be verified 15¢ supplied from 1793 vi 3 19 Schel, Lyc, Alex. 522, Schol. Ar. FEyq. 561 22
..[; the lower part of an upright followed by the lower left-hand part of ¢, c, or a similar létter. I
should rule out the possibility that the two signs could be combined as » Refore £ perhaps .

Marginalia 1 I am not sure whether there is ink at the left-hand end of the horizontal stroke
5 ..[, the lower parts of two uprights; from their relation to one another and te the next line T should
guess 7¢  After « what looks like the tail of p but T am not sure that it is ink and perhaps «f ], should
be written 23 ],, perhaps the base of < or the like [ can think of nothing more probable than
elc 7de . . . B vix(uc), but 7ac cannot be verified and n, not §, is suggested 24 [, a dot level with
the tops of the letters 25 Perhaps Jypdder [, the left-hand end of a cross-stroke as of =

Fr. 2 Front. Text. 2 yey very doubtful; the first represented by an upright with foot haoked to
right, what I have taken for traces of the cross-stroke being perhaps ink which has run along a fibre,
the second represented by an upright (abnormally straight for the back of €) with no overhang visible
and what I have taken for the cross-stroke and foot being zlso perhaps run ink, the third represented
by the foot of an upright and the upper part of a diagonal, which appears to descend too steeply
3 There appears to be scarcely room for two letters between ¢ and p. If ¢ could be read as o, in spite
of the appearance as of a cross-stroke in the micdle, oo would perhaps be tolerable 4 After v the
lower left-hand arc of a circle, perhaps w most likely 5 Before ¢ apparently the right-hand arc of
a circle and a high stop which may be part of 2 letter in the preceding line  After e the left-hand ends
of 8, A, x 7 I cannot distinguish where the text finishes and the marginal note begins §-15
1793 vii 1-8 8 1., T cannot 1dentify 10 -pw_ . 7ade 1793 vii 3 12 The sign after vdesp is a
short upright hooked to right at the foot and with a loop open below at the top right-hand side
13 In ¢ry the middie letter is not verifiable and the last depends on 1798 vii6 14 The first three
letters of the verse appear to be wer in 1793 vii 7 -fe 1793 vii 7 16 Callim. fr. 445
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Marginalia 5], , the lower parts of two uprights with feet hooked to right 6 Presumably
-eave {OF ~karc P} but not verifiable 20 [, prima facie the‘ upper part of « but  not ruled out
21 Perhaps ve, though there is the appearance of a stroke going to right from o, I cannot make out
eucty o1 OF neow ow and ve has blank spaces on either side 24 {, the left-hand arc of a circle
25 1, the upper part of an upright projecting slightly above the general level 20-32 'The be-
ginnings of these I, are rubbed so that only shadows of letters remz}in 20 Before_ Toppw pos§1biy K 08
31 up,swc: the missing letter or sign seems to be represented by a d]agqnal descending left to right from
the level of the tops of the letters to some distance below the line; e is represented by the right-hand
ends of three horizontal strokes 35 1., part of a stroke descending left to right

Fr.1 Front. 2 {(with mg. 1 seqq., 26 seq.) ‘Thy mother Arsinoe her ox skewer’ omitted from the
Latin, no doubt refers to Athos, as 1 believe the comment said, though I cannot verify it. The con-
ceit ‘peak ~ obelisk = spit = ox skewer’ is tolerably far-fetched.

Both the Arsinoes married by Philadelphus bad a connexion with Thrace, as daughter and as
wife of Lysimachus. The second, who is in question here, was no relation by blood of Berenice. She
had adopted Ptolemy (Euergetes) whose ‘wife and sister’ Berenice, being actuaily daughter of his
uncle by adoption, became, and the feot ASeddol are desigpated yoveic of the pair‘(e.g. Canop’us
stone 21). It is presumably in virtue of these fictions that Arsinoe can be alluded to as ‘thy mother’.

7 (with mg. r5seq.) yedfer: yyober not only P.S.1. rcgz but the first hand of Apall. Dyse. m
émpp. 188, 19 Schn., though the text seems to imply yewofler,

It is 76 mepirepeiv cubijpen for which wepuckvficae is used. .

12 frmoc: doubts about what Callimachus wrote are now removed, doubts about what is meant
by calling Zephyrus ‘“the horse of Arsinoe’ still remain. I can see no reasen for it except that she was
conceived of or depicted as riding him. Hesych, {mmia dpcwdy 4 rof Pdadérdov yvd has no prima
facie relevance to this, o . )

AorpiSoc {with mg. 22 seq.): the explanation of this epithet given in the comment, so far as I
understand it, appears to be that it arises from Arsinoe’s possession of a precinct in Alexa’nslna
which has some relation to the Epizephyrian Locrians (rerpa[puévov mpic . . . o8] Aoxpol "Eml. eccf?}.f
The variant Aoxpucde of P.S.1. 1092 gets some support from Dionys. wepufy. 29 dokpoto . . . Zeddpoto
(with the notes of Eust. and Schol. anon. on the passage). i ) . .

I should infer that Catullus (whose MSS. attest the variants Locridis, Locricos, written in some

exemplar: L(}crigt)s or -id;so), since he inserts alis, which has no direct representative in the Greek,
would have preferred Locridis. L i
13 seq. (with mg. 20 seq.) In spite of the impossibility of accommodating #[pmlace to the condi-
tions in the text and the improbability of the reading d)pmacffva in the note, I know of no other verb
nearly so likely to be what Callimachus wrote. . i o
The note I suppose ran: ¢nciv ¢ mAdrapoc ], .., ... relivar ic CAdpodirye dnd 1hc Apawdnc &
adrély mepddévrac . . ., or to that effect.

Fr. 1 Back (P.5.1. 1092, 16 seq.?) mg. 35 There can be little question {s:bc}ut the ggneral tenor of
this note: ‘Acmon’s suckling is Uranus for he was Acmon’s son’ (see Schneider on lCalhm. fr. 147 and
P-Win v.), ‘fwc is properly the child at the breast—'; if an etymology follows, d]V&I:S are found, of
which the most apt to this place seems to be that given, with others, in Choerob, o op’euy., Cr. 4.0.
i 220, 25, wapd 76 dvodv 76 cyualvor 76 Gydd{sw. What came next 1 cannot guess. xaprduor may be a
‘table’ of stars or similar list. . .

Bat where is the implied lemma to be located in the text? At first sight the only Posmble place
appears to be the couplet corresponding to 59-60 of the Latin, now partially rec‘over,ed in P.5.1. 1092,
16-17, for that is the only place in the neighbourhood where there is mention of ‘sky’. T cannot assert
that this location is impossible, but it Hes open to the objection that it presupposes the insertion of
a note on verses corresponding to §g-6o between notes on verses corresponding t0_65—8. Such an
occurrence would not be without parallel elsewhere,? but 1 can adduce no other evidence of a like

' Cf. Callim. fr. 446. . L
2 The scholia on Callim. ky. iii in P, Amh. 20 take the verses in the order 109, 107, 114, 117,
145, 146, 138, 161. Nothing, I believe, turns on the fact that the first 7 lines in the lower margin,
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irregularity in this MS. and what I regard as a more probable hypothesis is offered below (see on
mg. 34)

& %n either view Catullus will have departed considerably from his original. T Hxpovoc fuc (or
something very near to this) is to be assigned to the specified couplet, it does not look as if the
‘crown’ can have been directly named but as if the phraseology were something like “That Acmon’s
suckling shouid not display to men Ariadne’s sign alone,® but that . . .’. But I can stugpest no satis-
factory supplements of of or emd (Pemufl)

mg. 27 seqq. The end of a note referring to the lost verse (or couplet) corresponding to 65 (or
65-6) of the Latin. Something ‘must he taken’ in such-and-such a way, ‘since the constellation Leo
Jies under Ursa major’, This position is corroborated by a line of Aratus and the statement added, ‘he
says that Coma resembles the Pleiads in form on the ground that . . ..z T can find nothing in Aratus
by which to explain this assertion and, if ¢uew is taken as referring not to Aratus but to Callimachus,
nothing in the Latin to warrant it,

mg. 29 wafldmep: prima facie the following extract should contain confirmation of the same
assertion. What it appears to contain is an account of the constellations by which Coma is sur-
rounded,

dewodd 1. . Hpor] | TJa: the writer and the work appear to be unknown. The extremely small
remnant after A does not particularly suggest o and I am not sure that a female name Aoty would
be ruled out.

myg. zo seq. ], pdavec: 1 am fairly sure that eu- was not written. It seems not impossible that
dugavéc for dpavréc, on the model of the Homeric dugacty, might be the word,

‘Staying the eyes on the starry Wain’. This might be said of ancther celestial figure, but Arc-
turus, the most likely candidate, is excluded by the gender (and besides, Bootes has his place in a
subsequent verse, mg. 33) and I am inclined to think that we may recoghize a reference to some
feminine star-gazer, Directions for finding the “faint constellation’, Coma, might well start with
‘look at the Wain’, since it is the one constellation that everybody knows,

v dpa I think a possible reading, though = is not particularly suggested by what is left of the
letter, I should lock for something like ‘her (the Wain) {you shall see> all night, how . . . she les
stretched cut at length and how many stars close together on this side and that mark her form’, but
it is to be said that zaw{ is not the most natural interpretation of the inl, thongh not altogether to
be rejected, and that neither dudic nov «af can be verified. The form of the sentence proposed may be
compared with Arat. Paw. 170 ofd pw . . . derdpec dudorépwler . . . rvmdwen.

mg. 32 “Virgo’ {is near) ‘and not far from Leo it hangs . . . but touches’ a part of Leo or Leéo with
a part of itself? It may well be that o85¢ is meant.

mg. 33 Apparently noweueyacyoomal I cannot correct the evidently corrupt end of this group of
letters. Who daes so may supply a key to the proper articulation of the beginning, which can be
carried out in many ways (.. g, 4 ou, 7 0c a-, N0t a-).

mg. 34 Jwrg{ ) xrd. The commentary has here, T presume, returned to the text of Callimachus.
Though there are obviously many ways of expanding -the contraction ~wrg( )}, T am disposed to
think that probability favours the view that the coincidence with the end of BodiTye 38 not Tortuitous
and that what was said may have been something like dyew rdv Bodrpy vov IMdxcapor elre krd. A

27-33, Tefer to a couplet, that correspanding to 65-6, Iower in the column of text than a couplet
referred to in subseguent lines. For the firsi 7 lines may well be the continuation of a side-note
beginning higher up in the lost left-hand margin and refer to a point in the text below one referred
to by a note which staris in the lower margin.

' In any case I am inclined to think that something of the nature of ‘display’ or ‘be displayed’
‘to men’ is more likely to have heen said than what has hitherto been proposed, and that the
proper punctuation of P.5.1. 1og2, 17-18 is a comma at the end of 17 not after dplfpoc in 18,
Y & modéecaw dpllpoc EANE dasiio xal . . . éyd, that is, dAAd wxdyd derpore dvaplipioc datve, seems
to me more or less what sense and style reguire.

But this is not at the present time any affair of mine,

* ‘it lies . . . stars’ or ‘stars He'. I should guess that the comparison turns on one or more of
the following points, that both constellations consist of dim stars, that both consist of seven stars,
that both are triangular. Cf, e.g. Schol. Arat, Gaw. 255 . . . duvdpal. kel Eyova cxfjua Talyavor (of
the Pleiades) with [Eratosth.] Catast. 12 dpsvras . . . & Tprydvas . . . dpavpol énrd (of Coma).
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reference to the rising of Coma followed by Bootes expressed on these lines mil’ght naturally have
contained a mention of ‘sky’, ‘lead back to Acmon's suckling” for ‘up into sky’, would be an apt
counterpart to ‘down to ocean’ and the necessity for supposing this note out of place (see above on
mg, 35) disappears, It forms part of the evidence to be next considered. ) N

3 (with mg. 7 seqq., mg. 34 seqq.) The Greek text corresponding to vv. 650 of the'Latm version
having all but completely perished, the utmost that can be undertaken with the material now at our
disposal is the determination of its general outline and even this throws up problems which I am
unable to resolve completely. ) )

() If Bootes was mentioned by this name and not by a synonym, of which tl}ere is nowzlerc any
hint, it must have oceurred in a hexameter and almost certainly at the end of it. (I say ‘almost’,
since T am not sure that the genitive might not be accommodated in another place.) As it does not
conclude the hexameter believed to end in *Rueavdvie (whether that is rightly recogr_nzed or not}, it
must be presumed to have been placed in the previous hexameter; that corresponding to 65 in the.
Latin {or possibly in theory, in the genitive, before *Qxeapdvde, but: it is not in 'fact,. see below).
Ishould judge that there is a fair probability that a reference to Bootesis to be recogn'tz.ed inmg, 14-15,
which I take to have said that ‘according to Hesiod, Beotes rises in a horizontal position filnd setsina
vertical one’ or words to that effect, but though this is found after the lemma wpdefe pév dpy. T do ‘nOt
think that any inference can be drawn about the relative positions of the words Bowr- and mpscfe
pév gy, in the text. The position of these two clements appears to be reversed at their occurrence in
mg. nd .30 .

¢ %g)awpécrligp?v dpxoper-: in spite of all efforts I have failed to identify the ending of Ehe participle
in mg, 36 where it is written out. Constructions admitting nominative, accusative, genitive, or dative
could be devised, Nor have I been more successful with the letters between t.hIS and xown. If they
formed part of the lemma—and I am very much inclined to believe that the ink before & is part of
the diagonal stroke marking the end of such rather than part of a Jetter—the lemma will certainly
have come from a hexameter, not & pentameter, and then almost certainly from the hexameter of
which *Qreavévde is believed to be the end. mpdcle pév e'pxo.ue-v_ ,U:E’!'O'frmpf,}'u (’Q{ceavo’vb“s) is, I Sh()}l]d
judge, consistent with the traces and, as I shall try to establish, in harmony with the astronomical
requirements, . : - ) tould

With regard to the next words I suggest with some confidence that in xoam, to SuFeuJ,c we shou
recognize a statement that something 1s ‘applicable both to the rising and the setting’, that is, a
sentence of the form wewde 76 € > elpyrac énl e Tﬁc‘dm'rm\ﬁc xal THc Sdcewe, t'hough I must adm}t
I have not to hand a parallel for wowds in the acceptation of dud rowod, for which, however, xomdc
is unexceptionable. The grounds for this statement follow in a sentence V\\’h](\:h again I'have'some
confidence in restbring. dvaréNed], I suggest, was balanced-by ddvels, perd i dapunjp Lequeplor by
mpld e yepepuwiic Tpomie, Tpomijc because loquepiav precludes a precedent lenppeplac, xevysepuije because
the effect of fepiric would be to divide the indications of date between different years. _With this
reconstruction then we have: ¢ 5 is to be taken with both the rising and _the setting. 7Ccnnz;.
rises, he says {see note 1 p. 97), before the winter sclstice and sets after the spring equinox. The
missing element, obviously the time of day, may be at ofice supplied form the paraliel statement in
mg. 1o seqq., wfer. There the indications pf date are f:ontamec_l in :,Ip.epl.v'qifcq.{Epu'::f oo« epurm. Tt is
hardly to be doubted that yeypepuwn was written but ‘winter equinox’ has no signification and of the
two words yeuyrepurie eqpeptas one must be emended. The following fepuvije rmght be thought tc: point
to Tponde for legueplar, but if *after the spring eql}]nox’ in the lower note is equat‘ed with ‘at the
summer <solstice>’ here, ‘before the winter solstice’ there should corresp?nd to aE the autumn
equinox” here. I should therefore recommend: e pév peromapwie leppeplar Enfle aua.-re)u\o?r-, Tpomi
3¢ T Bepufe Ewler Sdvorr-, or something not much different from this,

I Itisnot to be expected that my rendering has hit off the exact form of the words I con;'e?ture
attributed to Hesiod, What I take to be meant is what Aratus expresses in the coa’ltr?,st TéTpac
yép polpaic Euvdic kamdvra Bodionw ‘Qreorde Séyerar {Paw. 581 seq., cf. 721 seqq.) }( dfpdoc drrédda
{ib. 60g), on which see Hipparch. én Arat et Eudox. ii cc. 19 and 23 (Bootes takes two hours in
rising, between four and five in setting). . . .

As no statement of the sort is to be found in our Heglod, it may perhaps be added as a new
fragment to the trifling remains of the Hesiodic Hrporoplo,
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When we turn to considering the astronomical facts with which the two notes are concerned,
the supplements and corrections proposed on largely formal grounds appear to me adequately con-
firmed. 1t is not in question that the constellation referred to is one or other of Coma and Bootes,
In the poem itself it is the movements of Coma that are described! and so, T should say, it is in the
lower note, but the other, T am inclined to think, as an explanation of the greater exactitude to which
it pretends, may be based onobservations of Arcturus. But in relation to the poetic text nothing

turns on this point. The positions of Coma and Arcturus calculated for the latitude of Alexandria in
the year 250 B.C, are as follows:?

Coma is first visible on rising Sept. 3
Arcturus is first visible on rising  Sept. 27
Autumn equinox Sept. 27
Winter solstice Dec. 28
Spring equinox March 25
Coma s first visible on setting April 12
Arcturus is first visible on setting  May 28
Summer solstice June 26
(We happen to know the dates given by Eudoxus for the dawn rising and setting of Arcturus. They
are Sept. 14 and June 6 respectively.)

The relevance of the commentary to the text is then that the dawn'setting defines the portion of
the annual eycle when the constellations are in the sky at night and below the horizon in the daytime,
that is, the period detineated (for Coma) in the couplet 8g—7o of the Latin, and the dawn rising that
when they are below the hotizon at night and in the sky during the day, delineated only ambiguously
and defectively in the coupiet 69-8 of the Latin but, as I thirk has already appeared, with precision

" in the corresponding verses of the Greek, in the reconstruction of which another step forward may

now be taken. Since ‘at dawn’ was only once expressed, it is probable that it was not expressed in
this couplet {particularly if peromwpw™ Is right, since season of year and time of day are correlated)
but in the next, where the Latin implies it; ‘rising’ may well have been expressed, but it may only
have been implied in ‘leading back’ (ot however this notion was put).

To sum up, the evidence seems to me to point to the following general form of the Greek original
corresponding to vv. 650 of the Latini—at the end of the first hexameter (= 65): Bodimyc or the
appropriate case ; the second couplet (= 67-8): descending before him in autumn to Ocean and lead-
ing him up again to Acmon’s suclding ; the third couplet (= 69—o); but though the gods walk on me
at night and . .. Tethys (receives) again at dawn.

5 a]AN el xal{ suggested by the Latin. -

6 1t is natural to look here for mohuh Thfe or a case of it, but I cannot identify what precedes
y with either Aw or Ame. So little remains, however, that T am not prepated to say that Awp at least
might not be possible.

7 seq. ‘No ox shall carh . . .’. Of the various explanations given of the meaning of foiic in the
phrase fodc éml yAdicene that found here, mg. 16 seqq., “fine paid by twaddlers’, is among those men-
tioned by Hesychius (in fodc) = Zenob. ii 70 — Suidas (in fodc émt yAdrryc).

I need hardly point out that the position T have assigned to the lemma is not certain. It might
precede ofir]ic, '

' For this reason the punctuation to be adopted in mg. 37 seems more likely to be . . . ydp,
gnew, ¢ A, ‘the Lock tises, says (the poet)’, than . . . ydp, dnar & JIA, ‘it rises, says the Lock’.
The second, to go by the Latin, is not true and, thongh the firat might have been unambiguonsly
expressed by dvaréMew . . . efre 7dv ITA, it does not seem that in their allocation of dyciv and
€lne these notes follow a hard and fast rule.

* They were procured from .M. Nautical Almanac Office for my use by my colleague,
Professor S, Chapman, F.R.S., whom I have to thank not only for this service but for very great
kindness and the most cheerful patience in answering uninstracted guestions about the heavenly
bodies, of which, like Samuel Buatler, I know nothing. ‘1 know the moon.’

1 should add that I am warned that for various reasons the dates I have given are liable to
be many days in errar, but this again, though astronomers may be shocked, does not appear o
me to be of critical importance in relation to the poetic text, which does not aim at exactly
defining the limits of the two parts of the annual cyele to which it refers,

H




98 NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS

i i 4 ded to dnfestis dictis, which 1
I should guess that the phrase which contained 8pdeoc correspon q
takegto mean ‘i)gcause of my disobliging remarks’, but I cannot verify the letter before # nor indeed
tain that I see ink at all. Tt was not in any case o (8ua). _
be Cerl;lsnzg S?x( ” y, though not marked as a lemma, may be part of the wo;d or phrase corresponding
to disc?rpent, which ’I helieve to be undoubtedly meant literally, ‘tear. in pieces’, but as th_e f{})i]o;irmg
letters do not appear to be an interpretation of it (for duglc, even if it could be read, is al; g a
glossator’s word), T am more inclined to suppose that Six( ) ap.[] together are the 3fn.terp1t‘e a 13n
of something meaning ‘rend in twair’, <f. Soph. Aj. 236. I cannot say that peieicri itself is not partly
cognizable in ] { Jede, . )
" Gg;;lz? am nn}:ﬂglg to s[uggest any explanation of the letters, most c;f wh(;ch iiga n())t seem to be doubit
i ith e {crif]feoc
; though damaged, do not appear to me to be compatible wit! ilfcoc) .
fuls }f;,waggfqu I sugpos;e the adjective, bat it might be the abstract noun with little difference to
the sense. ) . ) X .
14 Awrd: ‘plain oil’. The contrast between Asra (xpipera) and pipe, whzqh are perTd xp'rflua.'rui,} is
expressed more clearly in Ay. v 15 seq., 25 seq. There is not much wrong w1lth the text o’f Cgt’u us
except malia for uilia, though emmibus . . . unguentis is not a very skilful rendering of yvaireluwy idpav.
Fr. 2 Back, If 10 vv. which are in the Latin were not in the Greek, 7988 are eesﬂy :s,eparafble and
to my taste their equivalent is gladly to be dispensed with. A poem of which the ofrcov is the forming
of the constellation Bepevixne midxagoc is not improved by the superposition of an efreov concerning
marriage custom. ) L ] , -
: 4 scc%q. (with mg. 1 seqq.) It is natural to think of derépr in mg. 1, though this does not take ént(;
account the horizontal stroke to the right of the ¢op of 1, which would be presumed to signify a nla
w. If it were rightly recognized, it would be an chvious question to ask whether the verses partly
p.reserved in 1793 col. iii could be ideptified here. On the ﬁ'rst point 1 can give no demged opm(lionl.
acrepw is unacceptable but I am not suze that derepy h) might not bc}:1 intended. On the second,
think it reasonably safe to say that 1793 col. iii is not the same as 4-7 here, ‘
N Pi}tiincr the tzxt and theynote together T should conjecture that yeirovec was the first word of L. 5
e 2z » € 4 \ IQ f:wv
t the t of the note was yelrovec écrwear “Ypoydoc nai *Lplwr. y
and t(}’;‘E}Lmre eis zrliogddity in Hydrochoi of the Latin text. It has no particular metrical advantage over
Hydrochoo and the Greek had “Y3poydee not -ede) ) i ) o ) N
' 7aseq These two verses are not represented in the Latin, If ylafpe], dldg 7enéece is conjectured
and in view of Callimachus’ habit of ending with such a formula, it is the first thing that would occgr
to the mind—ithe apparent incongruity of such an address to a newly married girt would ha%ve to ’Ae
justified or removed, It would not be difficult to remove it, fo_r mstance, by a comma after %Scd-q
or a change of ek~ to Tox-, but as yeipe is not certain and there is nathing to guide speculation, I do
han call attention to the possibility. ] o
" m90 rfwitg mga 23 seqq.) It is to be inferred from the commentary that the ‘Elegy on t}3e victories
of Sosibius’ began with a conjunction, The parallel quoted from Alcman begins with mc‘aan\d ;:mf is
reconcilable with the traces at the beginning of v. 9. Alcman’s verse apparently began .-«E % b, O(li
50 I think 8’av if rightly deciphered miust be understood, but I do not know whether it can be assume
that Callimachus' did likewise. ITe might well have nsed xaf to introduce an mterrogative.
! : T should guess a reference to Poseidon, cf. ky. veyt. o -
}cﬁfé?:: (’ma )Amcrcaprf&sug. .. ofroc 6 €, doyoypddoc fv H‘rn)lelu.amu‘: this ‘1n£01:mat1on is t‘:ons1sl\te‘nt
with the identification of Sosibius with the putative author of a treatise mpoc chtiwa.pov -nepe?a:& elac
(otherwise attributed to Theophrastus) and the grammarian, whos? methods of @temretatlo? Wé:}l;e
ridicuted by Ptolemy Philadelphus (Athen. 144e, 493€, Su]f:l. in chzﬁwr.:), al}d fi..ll‘l.her suppor IS B ﬁ
ascription by Herzog (Philol. 79, 425} of Callim. fr. 192 to this piece. No light is thrown on alfxy 1r1e ati
there may have been between this Sosibius and the evdenirpomoc of Philopator, whose father was
I [fed Dicscerides. ) :
pmbi?iﬁae:guca : yeyovoy|: the genersl sense is not doubtful but I am uncertain about s?me'of th(;
details of the expression.‘ None of the following possibilities scem to be acce’pta%:\le(as 1eaé1rr1g(s 0)
what was written: yéyp. § €\, elc (i) . .. . % vi(n) yéyove 7 {ox )i . . elcrac G B vix(ac),
yeyovdaloc . . 5. . ., wik{ov) peyovdrioc - . o
1o {with 1;1g 4 seqq.) crellcwper: since it is evident from & in L. 12 that there was some previous
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réference to Sosibius but (to judge by the notes) not by name, T am inclined to suppose that the
general form of the opening will have been something like: on whose behalf am T to make an offering
(of verse) to Poseidon? T cannot absolutely rule out the possibility of mfvoc] yap[cly in mg. 5, though
‘the prima facie probable decipherment of ya is ve and [¢] would be very cramped.

11 I have failed to make any acceptable combination of the signs, though I think a correct

conjecture could be verified. m{ and ] 7 »er] call to mind the words mérve and wdrwoe, This may be
illusory, bat it is a fact worth noting that the swéfecec *Iefpiwr (Schol. Pind. vol. iii 193 Drachmann)
gtates that the crown of eédwow at the Isthmia was later changed to a crown of afrve and this again to
a crown of wdrwac; as at Olympia. Callimachus himself elsewhere (2169, 1 seqq., 2212 fr, 18) says
that the crown of miruc was given up and the (Nemean) crown of cé\wor substituted for it. But he
need not be supposed to have followed only one version of the order of succession or alternatively he
may be supposed, if he spoke of them at ail here, to have said that Sosibius won not the crown of
Cwirve or kdrvec but of céwor,
13 {with mg. 27 seq.) ywdow: Hesychius in two consecutive glosses has xvéo{cyt 6 ywoblc) Tof
yerdepuliv dpbapdvov, yvdacr Eucude, Yddoe, Phdyyoc. This explains the absurd scholium on Callim, hy.
1137 ywdoc: $édoc, fucude in reference to the ‘down’ absent from Apollo’s cheeks. The form of the word
intended here which etymology would fead one to expect is, as ucpde suggests, mvéoe, ipobe ki), and
. this appears in Hesychius with the explanation & é« rof dfovoc fyoc s, (4 vdv wadaiv yiddac, which was
 its meaning in the Cdiyé of Aeschylus, T suppose to he ‘the squeaking of a shoe’), There seems to
* have been considerable confusion hetween yvdoc, xvdoc, xvdn, wevod,

14 {with mg. 28 seq.) AcBirye: ‘Aefiferne 1798 col. vi 1; this variant is met withi o many other
" passages where the name occurs.

: 15 There appears to be no doubt about what was written here and in 1793 col. vi 2, but no
- satisfactory meaning can be elicited from it.
17 (with mg. 21 seq.) crefveac: various ancient estimates of the breadth of the Isthmus are col-
lected by Frazer in his note on Paus. ii 15 (add: 43 stades, Schol. Pind. Nem. vi 67). 32 stadia does not
appear among them but Mela (ii 48) gives ‘4 miles’.
18 év modl: though mode for “lowest part® can be paralleled, I can produce no satisfactory parallel
to wovc fot ‘extreme part’. It may possibly have the mezning of ‘end’, i.e. ‘mouth’, of a river in this
same piece, 1793 col. ix 5, to which xedolf at 2080, 48 is in a way comparable.

Ilehomyic: absclute as at Ay, iv 72.
19 For Poseidon as possessor of Lechaeum of. hy. iv 271, of the Kpmpviryc
Schol. Lycophr, Alex. g22) cf, Lycophr. Le. The scholiast on Aristoph. Eg. 561 rather
quetes this verse (unmetrically) in reference to Poseidon at Sunium and Geraestus,

2z erpa, [: prima facie erparo. I can make nothing of this, ebparo’ would be welcome in sense,
but it would be necessary to postulate a great alteration in the ink to make it acceptable as a reading.
If it were correct, the following word might be the name of the “Gnventor’. T do not think that any
ancient Greek author names a person to whom the intraduction of the use of gold was ascribed.?
I had thought of the possibility of @oimg, ‘the Phoemician (trader)’. But I am now inclined to put
forward for consideration pdpuné, since I beleve I see a spectral resemblance between this line and
the passage in 1011 fol, vii v. 13-19 (Hermes %o {1935) D. 44}, where xpucdy, uipunuec, dvfpwmer, and
perhaps xdAhwcrov xawdy occur in association. That passage is apparently a reference to the Indian
ants, which ‘mined’ gold (Hdt, i zoz, Strabo 708), but there were also Attic ants, which had a heard
of gold in Mt. Hymettus and gave rise to a proverbial expression, though as they merely guarded it,
edpare would hardly be used with reference to them. It should perhaps also be mentioned that
Mipuné as o proper noun is the father of Ephyra and therefore might have a place here in connexion
with the Isthmian games. But he is nowhere said to have had anything to do with gold.

Cn the basis of a column of 23 lines it may be calculated that five complete verses are lost between

(Kopirov rdmoc
incensequently

! On the rival claims of -paro, -pero see Schneider's excursus on Callim, epig, 47, 1.

2 Postsoript. 1 am mistaken, as Professor Pfeiffer has pointed ot to me. Clement of Alex-
andria, S#rom. 1 16, 75, supplies the name of Cadmus. Latin authors, Plin. N.H, vii 197; Hygin,
274 ; Cassiodor. Var. iv 34, 3, add three others., ‘Cadmus Phoenix’ (Pliny) might be thought fo be
& strong support for Pouné here, but the connexion of ‘Acacus’, one of the alternatives, with
ants leaves it still possible to consider the accentability of pippnf,
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this and the first partly preserved over the page. And from this it follows that 1798 col. vi has lost
13 lincs at the bottom and originally contained (barring error) 21.

Fr. 2 Front. mg. 26 The end of a note written in the left-hand margin which I cannot locate in
relation to the text, .

mg. 27 -dex{ - )i part of a lemma from a verse above L. 8, in which presumably a reference to
Hepdey also occurred. It may, therefore, be worth while to recall that according to ancient interpreta-
tions éhurdy, of water, meant péAay and duevyée. :

5 (with mg. 1) Possibly dutjide '

6 seq. (with mg. 6 seqq., 28 seq.) ‘He straightway added other parsleys to . ..". 1have taken the
note in the right-hand margin to mean that Sosibius added a Nemean victory to an Jsthmian, But I

~find it difficult to form a settled opinion, whether this should be understood as ‘he won an Isthmian
and shortly afterwards a Nemean victory' or the other way round. The order in v. 10 seq. is Isthmia—
Nemea and the natural interpretation of the note in the lower margin is that the Nemean victory
followed the Tsthmian. This is also a perfectly possible interpretation of the note in the right-hand
margin, But the beginning of the piece appears to imply that the Tsthmian victory is conceived as
having just occurred and the note in the right-hand margin might equally well express the idea that
he came bringing the honours of Nemea to the victors of the Isthmia, that is, that the Nemean victory
preceded the Isthmian, If forced to choose, that is the order I should, on this interpretation of the
note in the right-hand margin, plump for, But I should point out the possibility that the subject of
Znfyaye might be not Sosibius but Callimachus, A note of the sort that this would then be may be
seen in Schol. Pind. Nem. x 49, where, too, ( Odvpnhduewor is apparently equivalent to (" Odupm)tardy.

8§ (with mg, o seqq., 20 seqq.) 3 Adefdrdpov midue (not, so far as T know, 4 Aefdrdpov; simple
*Avrwdov appears to represent a much later type of usage) is found both in prose and verse, and the
somewhat contorted Greek of the mupddocec may therefore be kept and understood as standing for
710 ¢ AhetdpSpov {wdhw) xal Tiv émt Kivvs (mddw) valwy 7ic. The town on the Kinyps is not a fiction
of this commentator’s, being attested also by Skylax (1o0), {Probus] in Verg. Georg. iii 312, and
Theognost, rev. (Cr. 4.0, ii 98). Housman's yije for +ofv greatly simplifies the construction but at the
cost of introducing an ambiguity, which I certainly should have resolved in the same sense as Hunt
(1793 col. vii 1 seq.), Caclfroy Adetdvipov Te yijy, not Adebdvdpov 7e yijy ral énl Klvvge valwr. From
the words of the commentary at mg. 29 seq., which must have run more or Jess lva «al fc o8 C.
iy drovcwan of mdppa olxotrrec dmt rin K, pay pdvov of & A, I should have deduced something like
*Adetavdpede e (since, as I have said, Areédvdpov by itself as an mdeclinable noun equivalent to Ade-
£dvBperar does not seem possible at this date} . . . 7HA’ &l ral valwy Kivuge.

mg. 3t The beginning is presumably part of the deseription (defnition of the location) of the
river Kinyps, but T can make no suggestion for its interpretation,

1o {with mg. 13 seq.} dudordpan wapd ma:dl was most likely what Callimachus wrote. T do not
understand why both this M8. and 1793 should have made such heavy weather of it.

11 (with mg. 33 seqq.) Mupwaior: the note scems to have said that “Myrinaean’ means ‘Lemmian’,
from Myrina, Myrina and Hephaesteia being towns in Lemnos, from which island Hypsipyle, the nurse
of Archemorus, came. At the end I should have expected dmé vic ‘Y. ofy 78 7ijc Y. ydda wodebrac
BMupwaioy or the like, but the final word does not appear to be Mupwato.

13 seq. fpemréc appears to be unavoidable and the resultant phrase is a suitable enough equivalent
of rpodeta étérece, But the first three letters of 1798 viig = |, 14 remain an unsolved riddle.

15 interl. mapod., leg, mepioB.

16 seqq. {with mg, 22 seqq.) Therefore I, the great and mysterious river, humbled myself to this
one man, so that women crossed me with water only ankle-deep ard chifdren without wetting their
knees. What the note said is a puzzle. p suggests to me only ‘roo” and the following sign, if I see it
aright, resembles what is used for rpeddfodor.

ea: it scems hardly possible to doubt that this is & ‘T was’. In three of the four places where the
form occurs in Homer the a occupies the place of a fong syllable (in the fourth the straightforward
explanation of the scansion is that it is elided), but anclent grammatical doctrine regards it as short
by nature (Schol. A 11, 5, 887 comparing dudnpedée Il. 1, 45; Choerob. in Theod. xer. 370, 31 with
336, 20, 340, 2 and 118, 5, 119, 11; Fust. 1759, o) and it is plain that this was also the view of
Callimachus.

2268, UNIDENTIFIED FRAGMENTS 101
UNIDENTIFIED FRAGMENTS
Fr.x
Front ) Back | )
Il lof

ay|
el 1.0

. .

Fr.1 has a considerable general resem- Back 2 The top of an upright, eg. +, »,
blarice to A fr. ¢ (b)—(d) but I cannot attach it followed by the left-hand end of a cross-stroke,
Tront 2 [, a trace level with the tops of the ;oL T

letters
Fr. 2.
Front | . Back
Joap| Jeo [
180 - Jéve|
. Fr. 2 resembles A fr. 2 (a)~(f) but T cannot Back 1 [, the lower part of an upright
identify the contents in hy. ii with serif to right, descending slightly below the

Front 1 There may be a trace of a letter  line, followed by the lower part of a stroke
before ¢ z ], a trace level with the tops of  sloping shightly from left to right (not prima
the letters ..[; perhaps € or o, followed by a facie part of €, o, or <)
short flattish stroke level with the tops of the
letters, perhaps the top of a curve

Fr, 3.
Front ] Back |
¥ o : Je.w [
ot Fr. 3 Perhaps from the neighbourhood of Back The spacing suggests xas
T. 2
Er. 4.
Front . . Back .
Lol 1L
Joof Il
JR [

L

Fr. 4 Perhaps from the neighbourhood of :

Cir. 2 Back 4 The right-hand end of a cross-stroke
Tevel with the tops of the letters with a trace of
an upright 'descending from it, followed by the
upper left-hand part of 8, A




102 NEW CLASSICAL FRAGMENTS :

Fr. 5.

Front .
] La{‘
1L

J.oprar{
1o

Fr. 5 Front 2 pw or perhaps aw m